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Report From THE SUBCOMMITTEE INVESTIGATING SUBVERSIVE 
INFILTRATION OF Rapio, TELEVISION AND THE ENTERTAINMENT 
INDUSTRY 


Hearings were held in executive session in Washington, D. C., 
and in New York City respecting subversive infiltration of radio, 
television, and the entertainment industry. The testimony which 
has been taken over an extended period involves many phases of the 
problem of such subversive infiltration. The phase of the problem 
which is dealt with by the testimony herewith transmitted relates to 
the Radio Writers Guild, one of the subordinate guilds of the Authors 
League of America, which is the parent body consisting of various 
guilds of professional writers. The Radio Writers Guild has a 
membership of 1,200 to 1,500 persons who write an estimated 90 
percent of the words heard over the national radio networks. Mem- 
bers of the Radio Writers Guild also write for the Voice of America 
and for the United Nations Radio Section. 

The principal points in the testimony herewith transmitted are as 
follows: 

1. In 1943, pursuant to orders from Alexander Trachtenberg, a 
Communist leader, there began a systematic Communist infiltration 
of the field of radio. Thereafter, a continuing struggle developed 
within the Radio Writers Guild between pro-Communist and anti- 
Communist factions. Although a large majority of the membership 
of the Radio Writers Guild is anti-Communist, the council of the 
guild, which is the governing body, is controlled by the pro-Communist 
faction which has alined the guild in support of Communist organiza- 
tions and causes. 

The verbiage which flows into almost every American home from 
the pens of the pro-Communist faction of the Radio Writers Guild 
was described by a witness in the following words: 

May I make one remark on this subject, because I don’t want to return to it 
again, that you would find, I am sure, if you examined the work of these people, 
a constant derision of the capitalistic system, and a constant derision of the aver- 
age citizen, and a constant derision of all of the things, and there is no such thing 
in their scripts as a decent banker and a decent lawyer. The thing is subtle, and 
Communist propaganda as we know it is not laying down the party line, but it is 
in their writing, as it is in their meetings, it is scorn and it is contempt and is the 

‘‘Perhaps other people don’t feel about the FBI the way we do,” and it is that 
attitude expressed that is the undermining thing with the simple people who listen 
to radio who would turn off outright Communist propaganda. 

Two prominent radio writers who are leaders of the pro-Com- 
munist faction of the Radio Writers Guild are Robert C. Lyon, Jr. 
(Peter Lyon), and Millard Lampell, who have notorious records of 
affiliation with Communist fronts and causes. 

In addition to the accompanying testimony, it is the information 
of the subcommittee from unimpeachable sources that Robert C 
Lyon, Jr. (Peter Lyon), and Millard Lampell are hard-core Com- 
munists. When interrogated by the subcommittee both Lyon and 
Lampell refused to answer any questions concerning their Com- 
munist activities, asserting that their answers to such questions would 
incriminate them. 

James QO. EAsrianp, 
Chairman, 

Pat McCarran. 

ArtHur V. WATKINS, 
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SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION OF RADIO, TELEVISION AND 
THE ENTERTAINMENT INDUSTRY * 


FRIDAY, APRIL 27, 1951 


SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL SEcuRITY AcT 
AND OrHER INTERNAL Security Laws, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 424, 
Senate Office Building, Hon. Herbert R. O’Conor presiding. 

Present: Senators O’Conor and Watkins. 

Present also: Richard Arens, staff director; Frank Schroeder, 
professional staff member; Edward Duffy, investigator; Donald 
D. Connors, Jr., investigator; and Mitchel Carter, investigator. 

Senator O’Conor. The hearing will please come to order. 

I should Jike to state for the record that this hearing is conducted 
pursuant to authority of the Judiciary Committee and by instructions 
of its chairman the senior Senator from Nevada, Senator McCarran. 
The witnesses to be interrogated are present; and in advance of the 
interrogation, as the presiding officer, I should like to present a 
statement for the record which will outline in preliminary manner 
the purposes and the objectives of this inquiry. 

The series of hearings which are commencing today constitute just 
one facet of one phase of the work of the Senate Internal Security 
Subcommittee which is conducting an investigation of communism. 

This phase, of course, is only one of several phases of the work of the 
Internal Security Subcommittee. In my opinion, this aspect of 
the work of the Internal Security Subcommittee is of exceeding 
importance because the great struggle today between the East and 
the West has as a principal objective the capture of the minds of men. 

With the innovation of new media of expression, the potential and 
actual battlefield has been tremendously enlarged. To what extent 
are these media of expression conduits for the poison of atheistic 
communism? To what extent has the Communist fifth column 
succeeded in worming its way into the nerve centers of public expres- 
sion? 

The Internal Security Subcomn ittee is cognizant of the dangers 
which are inherent in any investigation dealing with the dissemination 
of ideas. We are cognizant, too, of the fact that irrespective of the 
caution which we exercise in seeking and revealing only the facts 
that there will be those who will ery “Thought control,” “witch 
hunt,” and the like. 

This will not, however, dissuade us from our duty, because it is not 
our purpose to censor or impede in any way the constitutional guaran- 
ties of free speech. It is our purpose, however, to throw the light of 
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public opinion on those who pervert the guaranties of free speech to 
serve the ends of international communism which would use our 
democratic liberties as weapons to destroy us. 

I would like to ask if the several witnesses who have kindly re- 
sponded today could at this time be sworn? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
in this prageeding will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Harrnert. I do. 

Senator O’Conor. For the record, would you give your name, 
please? 

Mr. Harrnerr. My name is Vincent W. Hartnett. 


TESTIMONY OF VINCENT W. HARTNETT, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Hartnett, would you kindly identify yourself by 
your place of birth and your education and b: wekground? 

Mr. Hartnett. I was born in St. Louis, Mo., July 4,1916. How- 
ever, I have lived in and around New York City most of my life. 
I was educated chiefly at Iona Prep, New Rochelle, N. Y., and the 
University of Notre Dame. I took my B. A. at Notre Dame, maxima 
cum laude. I was awarded a 2-year scholarship and took my M. A., 
also maxima cum laude. While at Notre Dame, in the oraduate 
school, I did graduate study in the history and philosophy of Marxism. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by the Internal Security Subcommittee 
of the Senate? 

Mr. Hartnett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly identify and discuss in résumé 
form your various employments which you have had in your life 
since the completion of your education? 

Mr. Harrnerr. Yes, sir. Amongst the more important employ- 
ments, | was at one time a special sports correspondent for the New 
York Times. I did publicity work for a philanthropic group. I have 
also worked as an assistant editor on Outdoor Life magazine, and 
after doing graduate studies in radio at Columbia University, New 
York, I went into the radio production field in the fall of 1947. In 

urly March 1948, I joined Phillips H. Lord, Inc., leading producers 
of radio and television programs, as assistant to the executive pro- 
ducer and also as supervisor of the Gangbusters radio program. I 
resigned from Phillips H. Lord, Inc., the Ist of July 1949, and since 
that time have been a radio writer-producer. I have also done con- 
siderable lecturing throughout the country on Communist influence 
in the theatrical field and have written numerous magazine articles 
about it. 

I would like to mention also that during the war years I served 
for 4 years with the United States Navy, 3 years in the Pacific, a 
total of 1 year in Washington. 

Mr. Arens. May I inte rject this question at that point? Did your 
service in the Navy bear in any way upon Intelligence operations? 

Mr. Harrnerv. It did, sir. Twas attached as a special Intelligence 
officer to the staff of Admiral Halsey, commander of the Third Fleet 
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and the South Pacific area, where I served for a year anda half. I was 
next attached to the Joint Intelligence Center, Pacific Ocean areas, for 
another year and a half. Fora brief period I was an assistant Intelli- 
gence officer on the staff of Admiral King, at that time commander in 
chief, United States Fleet. My final Navy assignment entailed the 
preparation of special Intelligence reports on Balkan and Middle East 
affairs. I hold a congratulatory letter from the Chief of Naval In- 
telligence for my wartime services. 

Mr. Arens.. Have you in the course of your professional work had 
occasion to make special study of Communist penetration and influence 
in the theatrical field and in the field of radio and television and the 
like? 

Mr. Harrnert. Yes, sir; I have studied intensively for the past 2 
years and have amassed considerable files, records, source material, 
and I do have expert knowledge of the field. 

Mr. Arens. Did you acquire this knowledge through your contacts 
in the professional work in which you have been engaged? 

Mr. Harrnert. Yes, sir; by personal contact with anti-Communists 
in the field, with research groups, with former Communists, and by 
intensive research myself into Communist literature, present and past. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Chairman, I should like for the purpose of 
clarification in the record to comment upon the pattern of interrogation 
which is proposed for the number of witnesses who will testify on this 
phase of the investigation of the Internal Security Subcommittee. It 
is proposed that the line of interrogation be first with reference to per- 
formers and that within that category there be an interrogation of this 
witness and other witnesses respecting the Associated Actors and 
Artistes of America. Within that area there is proposed that there 
be interrogation of the Actors Equity Association, the American Guild 
of Variety Artists, the American Federation of Radio Artists, the 
Screen Actors Guild, the Television Authority. It is then proposed 
that the interrogation enter upon the area of writers, and that within 
that area there be an interrogation respecting the Authors League of 
America, and within the Authors League of America there be interro- 
gation of the Dramatists Guild, the Screen Writers Guild, the Radio 
Writers Guild, the Authors Guild, and the Television Writers. It is 
then proposed that there be interrogation of this witness and other 
witnesses in the area of directors in the Radio and Television Directors 
Guild. It is then proposed that there be interrogation in the area of 
producers. Within that area that there be interrogation of the inde- 
pendent producers, the network producers, and advertising-agency 
producers. 

It is then proposed that there be interrogation in the area of the 
theatrical press. It is then proposed that there be interrogation re- 
specting Communist organizations, fronts, and pressure groups in the 
theatrical field. Within that area of interrogation that there be in- 
terrogation respecting the National Council of the Arts, Sciences, and 
Professions, the People’s Radio Foundation and affiliate groups, the 
Voice of Freedom Committee, the Committee for the Negro in the 
Arts. 

It is then proposed that there be interrogation in the area respecting 
Communist strategy, particularly with reference to infiltration in the 
commercial theater and in the so-called “‘people’s theater.” 
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It is then proposed that there be interrogation respecting Com- 
munist aims, and subareas of that interrogation will involve interro- 
gation with respect to fund raising, propaganda, agitation, and in- 
filtration of theatrical unions, and underground work. 

It is then proposed that there be interrogation respecting Com- 
munist tactics, which will involve interrogation of the question of 
patronage, use of the blacklist against anti-Communists, use of sex 

It is then proposed that there be interrogation with r respect to 
Government agencies which deal with or supervise activities in this 
field, which is presently the subject of the hearings. Within this area 
of interrogation it is proposed that there be interrogation respecting 
the Federal Communications C ommission, the Voice of America, the 
cultural affairs activities of the State Department, and certain of the 
information and public-relations activities of the United Nations. 

Finally it is proposed that there be interrogation respecting the 
efforts of the industry to rid itself of Communists and other sub- 
versives. 

Now, Mr. Hartnett, if you would kindly direct your attention to 
this pattern which I have just outlined and before indulging in specific 
comments and before developing the factual material respecting the 
various organizations which are embraced in this pattern of interro- 
gation, may I first ask you, as we proceed here, to identify each of 
these respective organizations which I have alluded to in outlining 
this pattern for interrogation. 

May I first invite your attention, therefore, if you please, to the 
Associated Actors and Artistes of America and ask you if you will 
kindly identify that organization. 

Mr. Harrnerr. The Associated Actors and Artistes of America is 
the parent union of all performers in the theatrical industry. It has 
a charter from the American Federation of Labor. It in turn issues 
charters to its affiliated guilds. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly identify the affiliated guilds 
which I have mentioned in setting forth this pattern for interrogation? 

Mr. Harrnerr. Yes, sir. The Actors Equity Association is the 
guild which represents performers in what we call the legitimate theater, 
that is, the stage, Broadway, and so forth. The American Guild of 
Variety Artists is the subordinate guild representing, trade-union- 
wise, performers in vaudeville, night clubs, cabarets, and so forth. 

The American Federation of Radio Artists is self-explanatory, and 
it represents performers, including announcers, in the radio field. 

The Screen Actors Guild, of course, represents performers in the 
motion-picture industry. 

The new Television Authority, which is presently in a formative 
stage, would have to do specifically with performers in the television 
medium. 

Mr. Arens. Now may I invite your attention in this pattern of 
interrogation which I have previously outlined to the Authors League 
of America, and ask you to kindly, without any dev elopment of factual 
material respecting that organization, merely identify it. 

Mr. Hartnett. Yes, sir. It is an unaffiliated union which en- 
deavors to represent all writers. It in turn is composed of subordinate 
guilds. 

Mr. Arens. Would you identify those subordinate guilds. if you 
please? 
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Mr. Hartnett. The Dramatists Guild is one of the oldest of the 
guilds and, of course, represents playwrights. 

The Screen Writers Guild represents script writers for motion 
pictures; the Radio Writers Guild represents both free-lance writers 
and staff writers for the radio medium. 

The Authors Guild represents a small percentage of professional 
writers in the book and magazine field. 

The Television Writers is a new authority or inchoate guild now 
in process of formation to represent writers in television. 

Mr. Arens. Now may I invite your attention to the Radio and 
Television Directors Guild and ask you if you will kindly identify 
that organization? 

Mr. Hartnett. Yes, sir. It is the trade-union representing the 
directors of programs in radio and in television. 

Mr. Arens. In the area of producers, would you kindly identify 
the independent producers? 

Mr. Harrnetr. Yes, sir. The independent producers are one of 
the three large groups of individuals or associations who actually 
produce or ‘package’? shows for radio and television. They work 
generally as subcontractors for advertising agencies or networks. 
The radio and television networks in turn produce some programs 
known as house packages. In other words, programs which they 
create and entirely control. The advertising agencies likewise serve 
as sources for the production of radio and te Jevision programs, although 
not to the extent to which they formerly did. 

Mr. ArENs. May I invite your attention to the area of the theatrical 
press and ask if you will kindly comment very briefly at this time 

respecting the theatrical press. 

Mr. Hartnett. Of the general newspapers the one most important 
in the theatrical industry by all means is the New York Times. The 
theatrical page or pages of the New York Times have great prestige in 
the industry. Likewise of great importance are the reviews and notices 
of the New York Herald Tribune. There are of course many other 
great metropolitan newspapers whose reviews are read with consider- 
able respect, including those of Claudia Cassidy in the Chicago 
Tribune. 

Mr. Arens. Are there not miscellaneous magazines and newspapers 
also that are engaged in reviews and in carrying news items with 
respect to theatrical enterprises? 

Mr. Hartnett. Yes, sir. Theatrical news is a subject of great 
interest to the greater part of the American people. We find con- 
siderable space devoted to theatrical people in such magazines as 
Life, Look, Time, Newsweek, and others. 

Mr. Arens. How about the trade press? 

Mr. Hartnett. The trade press of course is the one most avidly 
read in the entertainment industry. 

Mr. Arens. Could you give illustrations of some of the publications 
falling within the category of the trade press? 

Mr. Hartnett. Yes, sir. The two most influential weekly trade 
publications are Variety and Billboard, both of which cover general 
theatricfl news, although Billboard covers some areas such as carni- 
vals, sideshows, arcades, and other minor forms of entertainment not 
covered by Variety. There are numerous miscellaneous trade publi- 
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cations of specialized interest, such as Broadcasting, Tide, and 
Sponsor. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hartnett, have you had occasion to study the 
official reports and publications of Government agencies which have 
cited various organizations operating in the theatrical, radio, and 
television field as Communist-front organizations? 

Mr. Hartnett. Yes, sir, I am intimately familiar with them. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hartnett, may I ask you to express yourself first 
of all on the basis of your study with respect to the Associated Actors 
and Artists of America? 

Mr. Hartnett. Yes, sir; I think that should be Associated Actors 
and Artistes of America. 

Mr. Arens. That is generally referred to as the four A’s? 

Mr. Harrnerr. Yes, sir. However, it should be distinguished 
from the American Association of Advertising Agencies, likewise 
known as the four A’s. In my discussion when I mention the four A’s 
I refer to the performers’ union. 

In the four A’s, control of the unions, that is, the subordinate 
unions, has been an undoubtedly primary Communist objective. 
The conclusion is inescapable that at one period the Communist- 
controlled group within each one of the subordinate guilds did domi- 
nate and control the guild itself. 

Mr. Arens. Upon what basis do you arrive at that conclusion? 

Mr. Hartnett. Well, sir, if we can analyze the various guilds—— 

Mr. Arens. You mean if we can discuss the guilds within the 
Associated Actors and Artistes of America? 

Mr. Hartnett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. It will be in that area in which the conclusion will be 
compelled by the facts, is that what you are trying to say? 

Mr. Hartnett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Then may I invite you to discuss the Actors Equity 
Association? 

Mr. Hartnett. From the period shortly after the popular front 
was inaugurated by the Communists in 1935 until about 1 year ago 
that is to say, from about 1936 or 1937 to 1950, the Actors Equity 
Association appeared to be dominated by the pro-Communist faction. 
The issues were clear-cut, and there is abundant documentary evi- 
dence showing the success of Communist or indubitably pro-Com- 
munist candidates in sweeping elections and occupying key posts 
and in being able to use the Actors Equity Association not only for 
trade-union purposes, but for political purposes, which should never 
properly be within the competence of a theatrical trade-union. 

I am glad to say that during the last year, owing to the turn of 
international events, legislation aimed at groups endeavoring to 
overthrow our Government by force and violence, and due to pub- 
licity revealing the Communist or Communist-front connections of 
some of the leaders of Actors Equity Association the situation has 
considerably improved. However, it is still critical. 

Mr. Arens. Will you please proceed. 

Mr. Hartnett. One of the most active and capable Communists 
in the United States is Millard Lampell, a “triple-threat man” of 
the Communist Party. 
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The Communist Sunday Worker of May 18, 1947, identified Millard 
Lampell as a cochairman of the Committee To Aid the Fighting 
South. 

Mr. ScuroepER. That committee has been cited by an official arm 
of the Government, has it not? 

Mr. Hartnett. It has, indeed, sir. 

The Committee To Aid the Fighting South has been cited as sub- 
versive and among the affiliates and committees of the Communist 
Party, U.S. A., and “‘which seeks to alter the form of Government 
of the United States by unconstitutional means.” 

This was the citation of Attorney General Tom Clark in his letter 
to the Loyalty Review Board released December 4, 1947. 

Millard Lampell was a sponsor of a Congress on Civil Rights 
conducted under Communist auspices, and his name is to be found 
on the official program for the event, dated April 27, 1946. 

He has been a contributor to the Communist publication Main- 
stream, now amalgamated into Masses and Mainstream. 

Millard Lampell was a vice chairman of the Communist National 
Committee to Win the Peace. 

He was a contributor to the Communist magazine New Masses, 
which merged with Mainstream to form Masses and Mainstream. 

Millard Lampell was a member of the advisory council of People’s 
Radio Foundation, a Communist enterprise created to obtain a radio- 
transmitting franchise for party purposes. 

Mr. Lampell has been a member of the advisory committee of the 
Communist-front, People’s Songs, and likewise a member of the na- 
tional board of directors of that Communist agitation and propaganda 
instrument. 

Millard Lampell was a sponsor of the Veterans Against Discrimi- 
nation, an affiliate of the subversive Civil Rights Congress. 

Millard Lampell was chairman of a rally held at Hunter College, 
New York City, on January 24, 1946, under the auspices of Veterans 
Against Discrimination. 

Millard Lampell contributed the article Caste in the Army, to the 
Sunday Worker of June 30, 1946. 

He was a member of Writers for Wallace, a mobilization of Com- 
munist and pro-Communist writers to aid the campaign of Henry A. 
Wallace, 1948 Communist-backed candidate for President of the 
United States. 

Millard Lampell was a sponsor of the Scientific and Cultural Con- 
ference for World Peace, New York City, March 1949. 

He was a sponsor of the Communist-led New York May, Day 
parade, 1947. 

He was a member of the provisional committee of the United 
Veterans for Equality, another Communist-conducted agitational in- 
strument operating in the field of veterans’ affairs. In fact Lampell 
was (and still may be) chairman of the veterans committee of the 
subversive Civil Rights Congress. 

Millard Lampell was a United States sponsor of the American 
Continental Congress for Peace, held in Mexico City, September 5-10, 
1949. 

This was another international mobilization of Communist Party 
strength in behalf of the new peace line. 
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Millard Lampell, according to the Daily Worker of February 28, 
1949, was a signer of a statement protesting alleged persecution of 
Communist Party leaders. This statement was under the auspices 
of the Communist-front, Committee for Free Political Advocacy. 

The Daily Worker of April 3, 1947, noted that Millard Lampell 
was an instructor at Stage for Action, which was a Communist agit- 
prop-front in the theatrical field. 

Millard Lampell was chairman of the testimonial dinner to William 
S. Gailmor, well-known Communist radio commentator, held at the 
Hotel Park Sheraton, New York City, March 3, 1949, under the 
sponsorship of the Voice of Freedom Committee. 

He was likewise co-author (with Yip Harburg and Judy Rosen) of 
the song We Got Geilmor featured at this Communist turn-out. 

The Voice of Freedom Committee has been cited as subversive and 
Communist by the Attorney General. 

Millard Lampell has been a contributor to the publication Jewish 
Life. Jewish Life has been cited as “among typical examples of the 
Communist press and publications.” It is published by the Com- 
munist Morning Freiheit Association, Inc., publishers of the Yiddish 
edition of the Daily Worker. 

Jewish Life is not an authentic Jewish magazine or publication. 

Millard Lampell has been a book reviewer for the Communist 
intellectual publication Masses and Mainstream. 

Millard Lampell occupies a virtually unique position in today’s top 
Communist-front in the theatrical, cultural, scientific, and educational 
fields, that is to say, in the National Council of the Arts, Sciences, and 
Professions. 

He is active in the National Council of the Arts, Sciences and 
Professions, and likewise in the Film Division of ASP, the writing and 
publishing division, the theater division, the radio division, the 
advertising division, and the teachers’ division of ASP. 

The Communist Daily Worker of October 19, 1948, reported Millard 
Lampell as a signer in behalf of Henry A. Wallace under NCASP 
auspices, 

The Communist Daily Worker of January 10, 1949, reported Millard 
Lampell as a speaker at an NCASP meeting to abolish the House 
Un-American Activities Committee. 

The National Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions, and 
the Voice of Freedom Committee, another Communist front, jointly 
sponsored a rally at the Hotel Abbey, August 11, 1949, in defense of 
Bill Sweets, my one-time radio director, who lost his radio directing 
posts after exposure of his pro-Communist affiliations. 

The Daily Worker of August 11, 1949, made reference to Mr. 
Lampell in this connection. I personally attended this meeting as an 
observer and saw him in action. 

Mr. Scuroreper. You attended this meeting, did you not, Mr. 
Hartnett in the course of your study of subversives in the radio field? 

Mr. Hartnett. Yes, sir; certainly not as a supporter of the sub- 
versive cause. 

It was simply necessary to get first-hand information of what the 
Communists were doing. 

The completely Communist character of many of the enterprises 
with which Mr. Lampell has been connected is abundantly evident. 
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For example, I mentioned that he was a cochairman of the Com- 
mittee To Aid the Fighting South. The other cochairman was Ben- 
jamin J. Davis, member of the National Committee of the Com- 
munist Party, head of the Harlem branch of the Communist Party, 
and well-known officer of the Daily Worker publishing firm. 

According to the Daily Worker of March 28, 1947, Millard Lampell 
was a member of the Committee To Defend Don West. 

Mr. ScuroepEer. Who is Don West, Mr. Hartnett? 

Mr. Harrnerr. A pro-Communist poet and agitator. 

The Daily Worker of May 20, 1946, reported Millard Lampell as a 
speaker of an action rally to abolish the Wood-Rankin committee, 
under the auspices of the Veterans Against Discrimination. 

An official letterhead of the Veterans Against Discrimination, 
dated January 11, 1946, carries the name of Millard Lampell as a 
sponsor. 

I already noted that he was chairman of a Veterans Against Dis- 
crimination rally at Hunter College, New York City, January 24, 
1946. 

Millard Lampell, in addition to being cochairman of the Committee 
To Aid the Fighting South, cited as a Communist affiliate group, 
seems also to have been cochairman of the Voice of the Fighting 
South, according to volume 1 No. 4 fall 1947. 

Millard Lampell was a sponsor of the United Negro and Allied 
Veterans, still another Communist front agitating in the field of 
veterans’ affairs. 

He was secretary of the Duncan-Paris Post of the American Legion, 
an American Legion post in New York City which had its charter 
revoked by American Legion National Headquarters on the basis of 
Communist domination. 

When the World Youth Festival was held in Prague, Czecho- 
slovakia, in 1948, Millard Lampell was listed as a sponsor in the official 
program entitled, “Youth for a Free World.” 

The World Youth Festival was a function of Stalin’s World Federa- 
tion of Democratic Youth. 

Millard Lampell was named as an initiating sponsor of the Com- 
munist front, Committee for Political Advocacy, in a paid advertise- 
ment in the New Republic magazine of March 28, 1949. 

Before going any further in the almost unending Communist record 
of Millard Lampell, | would like to note that here is still another 
American writer who has enjoyed not only the blessings of freedom 
in the United States, but also the blessings of our free-enterprise 
system. 

Millard Lampell’s latest major literary effort is his novel, The 
Hero, a story of the “exploitation” of American college athletics. 
This novel was serialized last year in Cosmopolitan Magazine, a 
Hearst publication. . 

Millard Lampell subsequently sold motion-picture rights to the 
novel to Columbia Pictures. It was a Sidney Buchman Production 
for Columbia. Buchman has a notable Communist-front record. 

The ordinary market price for motion-picture rights to such a novel 
would be at least $25,000. Mr. Lampell thus was in a_ position 
where he could devote a great deal of time to his subversive activities, 
inasmuch as American big business—ineluding possibly the most 
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anti-Communist and pro-American publisher in the United States— 
had innocently given him ample living expenses for the year. 

I know from first-hand information that officials of the Hearst 
organization were aghast when they found out the identity of the 
writer whose novel they had serialized in one of their magazines. 

Let me say that not only American broadcasting and theatrical 
executives, but members of the publishing industry owe a great debt 
of eratitude to & committee such as this, which will energetically 
expose to the American public the comparatively hidden record of 
such subversives as Millard Lampell, who are parasites on our Ameri- 
can system, 

Millard Lampell was a speaker at a small closed meeting conducted 
by the advertising division of the Council of the Arts, Sciences, and 
Professions at the Hotel Sutton, New York C ity, April 4, 1951. 

At this meeting of April 4, 1951, Millard Lampell, among other 
remarks, stated that the blacklist in radio was almost complete, that 
it was about 100 percent complete in motion pictures, but that there 
were still not a few openings left in television. 

By blacklist he meant exposure of Communists and pro-Com- 
munists, which resulted in their loss of employment by anti-Com- 
munist producers and directors. 

Lampell went on to say that the fight against the blacklist should 
not be conducted on the basis of legalistic questions of civil rights. 
He ‘said that when Red Channels appeared, the American Civil 
Liberties Union stepped in to defend those listed in Red Channels. 

The American Civil Liberties Union, he continued, invited those 
listed in Red Channels to a conference. But the American Civil 
Liberties Union proved a disappointment. It asked those listed in 
Red Channels for a confession of their affiliations, preparatory to 
defending them. 

Lampell said that those who had been listed in Red Channels 
very correctly refused to reveal their political affiliations. 

No, he asserted, the fight against the blacklist could not be waged 
that way, it had to be waged on an easily understood basis of a man’s 
simple right to work and support his family. 

He went on, with typical Communist dialectical extension, to urge 
a common front of all working people, including those in the enter- 
tainment field, coal miners, electrical workers, teachers, and so forth. 

Rather obviously, Millard Lampell was urging a common front of 
members of the Communist-dominated United Electrical, Radio, 
and Machine Workers of America with pro-Communist theatrical 
entertainers, pro-Communist teachers, and so forth. The respect with 
which Mr. Lampell was greeted at this meeting was a dramatic proof 
of the position which he ‘holds in the Communist movement. 

The Villager, a neighborhood newspaper devoted to the interests 
of the Greenwich Village community in New York, under date of 
February 8, 1951, named Millard Lampell as a sponsor of the Green- 
wich V illage Council for Peaceful Alternatives. This is a local exempli- 
fication of the Communist Council for Peaceful Alternatives to the 
Atlantic Pact. 

Millard Lampell was named by a representative of the Voice of 
Freedom Committee as one of its “‘available speakers.”” The Voice 


of Freedom Committee has been described as Communist by the 
Director of the FBI. 
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It is the Communist pressure group active in the broadcasting field 
in an attempt to put pro-Communists on the air and force anti- 
Communists off. 

Millard Lampell recently was a speaker at a New York con- 
ference of the Teachers Union, a Communist-dominated union not to 
be confused with the Teachers Guild. 

Mr. Scuroeper. When you say “‘recently,’’ Mr. Hartnett, do you 
mean in the last 2 or 3 months? 

Mr. Harnett. Yes, sir, on April 8, 1951, according to the New 
York Teacher News (organ of the Teachers Union) of April 14, 1951. 
I will include that and more data on Millard Lampell in the appendix 
to my testimony. 

Mr. Scnrorper. Mr. Hartnett, due to the lateness of the hour, I 
would suggest that we curtail the hearings for this evening. 

We will resume at the pleasure of the chairman tomorrow morning; 

(Thereupon, at 10:25 p. m., the hearing recessed, to reconvene 
subject to call of the Chair.) 











SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION OF RADIO, TELEVISION, 
AND THE ENTERTAINMENT INDUSTRY 


FRIDAY, MAY 25, 1951 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SuBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
THE INTERNAL Security Act AND Orner INTERNAL 
Security Laws, oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, a}: cP 


EXECUTIVE SESSION CONFIDENTIAL 


The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to recess, in room 154, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Watkins, presiding. 

Present: Richard Arens, director of staff, Frank Schroeder, pro- 
fessional staff member; Edward Duffy, Donald D. Connors, Jr., and 
Mitchel M. Carter, investigators. 


TESTIMONY OF VINCENT W. HARTNETT —Resumed 


Mr. Scuroeper. Mr. Chairman, the witness has been sworn and 
this is a continuation of Mr. Hartnett’s testimony regarding the 
infiltration of communism of the radio and television industry. 

Mr. Hartnett, you may continue. 

Mr. Harrnerr. Thank you, sir. 

A few concluding remarks about Millard Lampell, concerning whom 
I was testifving last night in these sessions, will again point out, | 
think, to the satisfaction of this committee, the vitally important role 
played by celebrities from the theatrical and literary fields, in advane- 
ing the Soviet cause in the United States. 

i have already alluded to the fact that Mullard Lampell was one of 
those who had signed a statement under the auspices of the National 
Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions, for the presidential 
candidacy of Henry A. Wallace. Mr. Lampell was also a member of 
the Writers for Wallace, according to the New York Star of October 
21, 1948, page 20. Even after the presidential campaign, when 
Henry A. Wallace was still considered a great asset by the Commu- 
nists, Millard Lampell was a sponsor of a dinner to Wallace, according 
to the program for that event, dated September 12, 1949. 

Mr. Scuroeper. Mr. Hartnett, do you have a copy of that pro- 
gram in your files? 

Mr. Harrnerr. Yes, sir; [ have it right here. The committee 
may have it for its investigation, if it wishes. 

Mr. Scuroeper. Thank you. 

Mr. Harrnerr. Millard Lampell, I respectfully suggest, should be 
the subject of an intensive investigation by appropriate law-enforce- 
ment authorities. He is not only an important figure in Communist 
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infiltration in motion pictures, radio and the publishing world, but he 
is also a connecting link—and a vital one—between C ommunists or 
pro-Communist operatives in all these fields. 

There is a certain group functioning, which I will call the Jack 
Goodman Group. This group, my sources indicate, includes, among 
others, Angus Cameron, editor of Little, Brown & Co., famous Boston 
publishing firm; Kenneth McCormick, executive editor of Doubleday 
& Co., New York publishing firm; Jac k Goodman, an editor of Simon & 
Schuster, New York publishers; Joseph Barnes, former New York 
Herald Tribune correspondent, who is now an assistant to Jack Good- 
man at Simon & Schuster and a teacher at Sarah Lawrence College 
at Bronxville, N. Y.; and Millard Lampell. 

This group of highly placed writers and publishers is in a position 
to exert a syne hronized and powerful influence for Communist or pro- 
Communist causes throughout a large segment of the publishing field. 
The group meets every 2 weeks, I have learned. 

One of the interests of this group is the column entitled “The 
Observer,” a feature of the Nation magazine. This column has faith- 
fully and militantly echoed the Communist Party line, particularly 
with reference to militantly counterattacking any attempts to expose 
and to offset Communist infiltration in the literary and theatrical 
worlds. 

Time does not permit going into details about this Nation column. 
I have many examples of pro-Communist propaganda to be found 
therein, which I shall be glad to furnish to this committee. 

I would like to repeat that here is one of the most important links 
uniting various critical aspects of the pro-Communist conspiracy. It 
is one of the vulnerable points of that conspiracy in the United States, 
and if it is effectively exposed, great damage will be done to the 
Communist movement. 

I have from an unimpeachable source—which I shall be glad to 
give to this committee off the record—the names of the leaders in 
this group. 

The particular point of interest here is Millard Lampell, member of 
the Authors League of America. I should add that his collected CBS 
radio plays were published in one volume as “The Long Way Home” 
(introduction by the Communist-fronter, William Rose Benet; Julian 
Messner, 1946, $2.50). Mr. Lampell seems to cram 30 hours of work 
into every day. “He can be sent to give a strategy talk to Cemmunist 
and pro- Communist teachers, a strategy talk to “progressives” in the 
advertising field or the publishing field or the radio field, or go out to 
Hollywood. 

I have already pointed out the important position Lampell also 
holds in the Communist-front set-up in the song field—People’s Songs. 
It would take an entire hearing to exhaust all that could be said 
about this top Communist. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hartnett, would you please continue. 

Mr. Harrnerr. The next important pro-Communist writer is Peter 
Lyon, who was formerly national secretary of the Authors League of 
America and eastern regional president of the Radio Writers Guild, 
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Authors League of America. He is presently a member of the eastern 
regional council of the Radio Writers Guild. 

Mr. Arens. Proceed, if you please. 

Mr. Harrnert. Peter Lyon was a cosigner, along with Adelaide 
Klein, Richard Sanville, William Gailmor, Howard Teichman, and 
George Rosen, of a mimeographed letter on the official letterhead of 
the Independent Citizens Committee of the Arts, Sciences, and 
Professions, dated June 28, 1946, in which it was stated they “heartily 
endorse the liberal, public-service policy indicated by the People’s 
Radio Foundation.” The People’s Radio Foundation has been 
cited by the Attorney General of the United States as subversive and 
Communist under date of letters released December 4, 1947, and 
September 25, 1948. 

According to the New York Times of March 14, 1946, page 18, Peter 
Lyon was the signer of an ad sponsored by the Citizens United To 
Abolish the Wood-Rankin Committee. 

Peter Lyon was a sponsor of a bill-of-rights conference which was 
held under the auspices of the Civil Rights Congress at the Henry 
Hudson Hotel, New York City, July 16 and 17, 1949, according to the 
Bulletin. Also, according to the Daily Worker for October 25, 1949, 
page 3, he was a signer of a telegram to Attorney General McGrath 
in behalf of the 11 Communist leaders, which telegram was sent under 
the direction of the Civil Rights Congress. 

Peter Lyon was a sponsor, as shown on a leaflet in November 1945, 
of the Citizens Non-Partisan Committee for the Reelection of Benja- 
min J. Davis to the New York City Council in 1945. He was also a 
sponsor of the Communist May Day parade held in New York City in 
1946, according to the Daily Worker of April 22, 1946, page 4. 

Mr. Lyon has long been associated with the Independent Citizens 
Committee of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions and was an initiating 
sponsor, according to the Worker of December 24, 1944, page 14. 
He was in 1946 a member of the bylaws committee as well as a member 
of the board of directors of this organization as shown on a letterhead 
dated October 8, 1946. 

Peter Lyon was chief of the New York Office of Pax Productions, 
and according to California Committee on Un-American Activities 
Report of 1948, page 341, “This Communist organization poses as the 
‘producers of progressive radio transcriptions for use by unions and 
liberal organizations.’ ” 

Peter Lyon was a member of the board of directors of the Progres- 
sive Citizens of America who sponsored ‘‘A Salute to Jo” dinner at 
the Hotel Commodore, New York City, April 30, 1947. 

Peter Lyon was a contributor to the Daily Worker under the pseu- 
donym of Peter Ivy on Oct. 1, 1943, and his particular job at that 
time was to build up Norman Corwin; and in 1943 he was a spokesman 
for the Communist Commission directing ‘‘colonization” of American 


Radio. 





SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION OF RADIO, TELEVISION, 
AND THE ENTERTAINMENT INDUSTRY 


FRIDAY, APRIL 27, 1951 


SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL SecurRITY Laws, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 2 p. m., pursuant to call, in room 424, 
Senate Office Building, Hon. Arthur V. Watkins presiding. 

Present: Senator Watkins. 

Present also: Richard Arens, staff director; Frank Schroeder, pro- 
fessional staff member; Edward Duffy, investigator; Donald D. 
Connors, Jr., investigator, and Mitchel Carter, investigator. 

Senator Watkins. The committee will come to order. 

This is a procedure before a subcommittee of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate, pursuant to a resolution of the Congress. 

What I am going to do now is administer the oath binding you to 
testify truthfully in the proceeding now before the committee. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give in this 
matter now pending before the committee, will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing ‘but the truth, so help you God? 


Mr. Mitton. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF PAUL R. MILTON, NEW YORK, N. Y., MEMBER OF 
RADIO WRITERS GUILD 


Mr. Arens. Would you kindly state your full name? 

Mr. Miiron. Paul R. Milton. 

Mr. Arens. Will you identify yourself, if you please, by vocation 
or occupation? 

Mr. Mitton. Radio writer. 

Mr. ARENs. Would you kindly give us a word of your background 
and experience? 

Mr. Miuron. Originally as magazine editor with McFadden Publi- 
cations, article and fiction writer for magazines. I have done some 
10 books of fiction and nonfiction, as well as contributed to Life and 
Saturday Evening Post, and other magazines in the nonfiction field, 
and have concentrated in radio for the last 10 years. 

Mr. Argens. Could you kindly tell us what particular professional 
associations you have at this time? 

Mr. Miron. I have been for some 5 years a member of the Radio 
ke riters Guild, which is a component of the Authors League of 
America. 
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The other three components are the Dramatists Guild, the Authors 
Guild, and the Screen Writers Guild. 

And I may add that the Authors League of America is the major 
organization of authors in the United States. It is the protector of 
copyrights of authors and devotes itself to the economic welfare of 
writers of all kinds. 

Senator Watkins. May I ask a question? 

Is the Radio Writers Guild associated with the Newspapermen’s 
Guild? 

Mr. Mitron. That is quite separate, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Milton, you are appearing here today in response 
to a subpena which was served upon you, are you not? 

Mr. Miron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. May T state for the purpose of the record, Mr. Chair- 
man, that at the commencement of the testimony which is being 
presented to the subcommittee with reference to Communist influence 
and penetration in theatrical enterprises we outlined a pattern for 
interrogation. Included in that pattern for interrogation was the 
general area of writers and within that general area was the Authors 
League of America, which has various affiliate organizations: the 
Dramatists Guild, the Screen Writers Guild, the Radio Writers Guild, 
the Authors Guild, and the Television Writers. 

It is the purpose here to interrogate Mr. Milton with respect to 
this area of inquiry, namely, the writers 

So, Mr. Milton, would you kindly direct your attention, first of all, 
to the Authors League of America and identify that organization? 

Mr. Miron. Yes, sir. 

It consists of four component guilds, governed at the top by an 
Authors League Council, made up of representatives from the com- 
ponent guilds. The most prosperous of the four guilds is the Drama- 
tists Guild, which embraces dramatic writers and protects their rights 
with respect to income and copyrights through a minimum basic 
agreement with the organized theater managers or producers. 

Screen Writers Guild, the second component, performs the same 
general function for screen writers. 

I may add that all the guilds are national in scope. 

Senator Warkins. Are any of them affiliated with labor unions? 

Mr. Miron. If I may suspend the answer to that, sir, 1 want to 
qualify that because it bears on a peculiar point here. 

The third component is the Authors Guild, consisting of fiction and 
nonfiction writers both for books and magazines. 

The fourth guild is the Radio Writers Guild, having jurisdiction 
over writers in the radio field. 

On the question of their character as union or voluntary associa- 
tions of independent contractors, only one of the guilds, the Radio 
Writers Guild, the one that we are speaking about at the moment, 
partakes of the nature of a union in the general sense. There is no 
affiliation between any of the guilds or the Authors League, as far 
as I know, with any of the general labor organizations, such as the 
A. F. of L. or the CIO. 

Senator Watkins. That is what I had in mind. 

Mr. Minron. Our specific guild does have intertrade relations of 
a more or less formal nature with other unions in the entertainment 
field, but nothing resembling affiliation. 
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Mr. Arens. If it is convenient and agreeable to you, Mr. Milton, 
may I respectfully suggest that you start now with the Dramatists 
Guild, which is the first unit or subdivision of the Authors League 
of America, and express yourself with reference to any information 
you have which is within the scope of this inquiry, pertaining to the 
Dramatists Guild. 

Mr. Miron. I doubt, Mr. Arens, if I am qualified to talk sensibly 
on any one of the guilds except the Radio Writers Guild. I would 
like to confine myself to that. . 

Mr. Arens. Then I invite your attention to the Radio Writers 
Guild, which is, as I understand from your testimony, and from 
previous testimony, a subunit, or an affiliate group of the Authors 
League of America, and ask you if you would kindly express yourself 
with reference to that organization. 

Mr. Miuron. If I may, Mr. Arens, I have a prepared statement 
directed to painting a general picture of the radio field, and I have 
it in written form because I think I can cover all this ground more 
quickly that way than if I were to ad lib it. 

Mr. Arens. May I respectfully suggest you just read your state- 
ment, sir. 

Mr. Mixon. If I may, sir. 

I and my fellow witnesses from the anti-Communist portion of the 
Radio Writers Guild are honored by our presence before this com- 
mittee of the United States Senate. We are not now and never have 
been Communists, fronters, or camp followers, and we appreciate 
this chance to relate some facts about Communist infiltration of 
radio, particularly in the Radio Writers Guild. 

This guild, a component of the Authors League of America, is the 
national union of those who write about 90 percent of the words 
heard over the national radio networks by 150 million Americans. 

Members also write for the Voice of America and the United Nations 
Radio Section. Jurisdiction over television writers may eventually 
fall to it as well. 

Thus, while guild membership is only twelve to fifteen hundred, the 
size of the total air audience gives the situation a key significance. 

Louis Budenz has written in the American Legion Monthly of 
December 1950 that in 1943 Alexander Trachtenberg, a Communist 
leader, ordered Communist infiltration of radio. Plans were announced 
to the comrades in veiled articles in the New York Daily Worker by a 
radio writer calling himself “Peter Ivy,” then an employee of the 
Office of War Information and said by Budenz to be still active in radio 
and to be listed under his own name in the publication Red Channels. 

It was in 1943 that Radio Writers Guild members already believed 
to be Communist sympathizers began a systematic attempt to control 
the guild. Their efforts were resisted by various anti-Communist 
members. 

Another witness here today, Ruth Adams Knight, can testify on the 
ways the pro-Communists solidified their positions, resisted exposure, 
and used the guild as a transmission belt for Communist causes foreign 
to proper guild business. But it was not until 1950 that anti-Com- 
munist members were able to force communism into the open as an 
issue. 

In July 1950 Welbourn Kelley, a member of eastern region council, 
proposed a resolution intended to place the guild on record in support 
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of the United States Government in the world crisis over Korea. 
The council majority tabled the resolution, claiming it was political 
in nature and hence irrelevant to the economic welfare of guild 
members. 

In consequence, Kelley and two others—Daisy Amoury and Erik 
Barnouw—resigned from the council and the issue was joined. 

Barnouw, in resigning, repudiated the majority council view that 
communism was irrelevant to the guild and called on the remaining 
council members to resign as well and run again for their posts in the 

approac hing annual elec tion. Not another person resigned. 

The call ourselves ‘“‘We the undersigned” — 
prepared a date of euiiatis all openly and primarily committed to 
anticommunism. Our candidates were Knowles Entrikin for national 
president, and for eastern region council: Kelley, Amoury, and 
Barnouw—the three who had resigned—plus Morton Wishengrad, 
Robert Sloane, Irve Tunick, Henry Denker, Stanley Niss, Don Witty, 
and myself. 

I have here at hand all statements issued by us in 7 weeks of 
campaigning. 

Our opposition consisted first of the mcumbent administration—the 
hold-over members of the council who had refused to resign: Peter 
Lyon, Robert Newman, Lilian Schoen, Norman Ober, Philo Higley, 
Arnold Perl, Howard Rodman 

Their new candidates were: for national presideat, Ira Marion; 
and for council: Jack Bentkover, Robert Cenedella, George Fass, 
Abram Ginnes, James Hart, David Kogan, Sigmund Miller, Sam 
Moore, Addy Richton, Frederick Freed, Ernest Kinoy. One other 
of their candidates. a network news writer, stood apart from the 
contest over communism for a valid reason and need not be named 
here. 

I have here at hand all the material issued by this combined group, 
their own words over their own names. They embody, in our view, 
every standard Communist party line gambit aimed at preventing the 
exposure of Communists; many of these persons have known records 
of pro-Communist action and association. 

One of their statements is revealing, and familiar to observers of 
Communist tactics: 





The history of all such controversies shows very clearly that once a concession 
is made in order to “‘clear the air,’”’ other concessions are demanded. Soon the 
problem becomes one of “‘proving”’ one is not a Communist and the situation in 
fact becomes one in which any form of liberal thought is suppressed. 

Eventually a full-blown program of witch hunting is forced upon a membership 
which is divided, confused, and frightened. While all this is going on, of course, 
the guild or union finds it almost impossible to carry on its regular business 
(October 28, 1950, p. 2). 

The election of November 1950 was the first open contest between 
anti-C ommunists and those sympathetic to it. I am sorry to say we 
were defeated 57% percent to 42% percent. 

Since then the nationa: presidency and the eastern region council 
have been exclusively in the hands of men and women who refused to 
oppose communism, the mortal enemy of our country; who described 
communism as simply another political organism when it is, in fact, a 
treasonable apparatus aiming at physical and moral sabotage of all 
free society. 
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Though defeated this time, we nevertheless feel that we accom- 
plished two things: We laid the ground work for future anti-Com- 
munist activity and we compelled the dominant faction to publish its 
views and list the names of its supporters. 

In closing this general survey, I would like to cite some actions of 
the pro-Communist faction whic h, since 1943, show the uses to which 
Communist orientation has been put. 

Public association with subversive groups: (1) With the Stop 
Censorship Committee in New York City when the national executive 
secretary was ordered to appear publicly in the company of John 
Howard Lawson and other pro-Communists. 

(2) Linkage with the National Lawyers Guild, legal arm of the 
Communist Party as stated in House Report 3123. Our so-called 
blacklisting committee recommended seeking help against  black- 
listing from the National Lawyers Guild through its past president, 
Clifford J. Durr, also former Federal Communications Commissioner. 
It may be noted here that when Sam Moore, one of our eastern region 
council members, recently appeared before the Committee on Un- 
American Activities of the House, his attorney was Martin Popper 
of the National Lawyers Guild. 

(3) When the Columbia Broadcasting System recently issued loyalty 
questionnaires to its employees, including its staff writers, our leader- 
ship fought it and as ammunition used a Communist-line advertise- 
ment just about then published in some New York newspaper. It 
was titled, “What are You Doing Out There,” and was an interesting 
example of how Communist elements link themselves together. 

Mr. Arens. May I interpose a question here in order to clear up 
the record on a matter which might be a little ambiguous? 

When you are speaking of “our” leadership, you are speaking of 
guild leadership and not the leadership of the anti-Communist forces 
of the guild of which you are a member; is that correct? 

Mr. Mitron. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I just wanted to clear the record on that point. 

Will vou kindly proceed now? 

Mr. Mitron. Under*the general heading of ‘Sacrifice of member- 
ship interest.” 

(1) On the eve of a contract settlement in 1947 with the four major 
networks, the left-wing faction tried to provoke a last-minute strike, 
preferring confusion and economic loss to orderly progress. ‘Two 
persons are well qualified to testify about these events: Federal 
Labor Conciliator J. R. Mandelbaum and Welbourn Kelley, then 
eastern region vice president, who with others prevented the wildcat 
strike. Mr. Kelley is not here today, but is anxious to testify on this 
and other matters. 

(2) Along the same line, with respect to an industrywide contract 
with advertising agencies that employ radio writers, the same group 
long obstructed certification under Taft-Hartley, as long as it seemed 
that all council members would have to file non-Communist affidavits. 
They became eager proponents of certification only after NLRB 
ruled that only officers need file such affidavits. Care has since been 
taken to have as officers only persons able to qualify. 

Our guild is now on the brink of NLRB elections. Victory for it, 
which seems likely, will result in increased power for the pro- 
Communist element. This may lead, in turn, through collaboration 
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with like-minded producers and directors, to more and more dissemi- 
nation of Communist slanted broadcast material. This possibility 
lends urgency to our fight and, in our view, to the work of this 
committee. 

We earnestly support any effort within the framework of American 
ideals which shall expose Communists and thus help render them 
powerless to spread Communist ideas. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Milton, you mentioned Radio Writers Guild 
members who write or have written for the Voice of America. Does 
Ira Marion have any relationship to the Voice of America, to your 
knowledge? 

Mr. Miiron. I understand, sir, that he did, last fall. He was 
appointed consultant to the Israeli desk, as I understand the title. 

I understand that he no longer holds that position; I don’t know 
why. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting George Fass? 

Mr. Miron, He is one of the victorious candidates of our last fall 
election. He at no time, to the members, denied being a Communist, 
although he had ample opportunity to do so. 

He associated himself in public statements with people of views 
that are pro-Communist, with the group that defended Communists 
and communism from attack. 

Mr. Argens. May I invite your attention to the name of Abe 
Ginnes, and ask you if vou have information respecting him? 

Mr. Miuron. He was one of the victorious candidates of the pro- 
Communist faction last fall. He associated himself with them in all 
statements, which we interpreted as being typical defensive Com- 
munist maneuvers. He has conducted himself over a period of years 
in membership meetings, within my knowledge, in accord with the 
efforts of the pro-Communist group. 

Mr. Arens. May I invite your attention to the name James Hart, 
and ask you if you have information respecting him? 

Mr. Miuron. He, too, was a member of the victorious group last 
fall and has for many years served the guild in various capacities. 
He has been on the eastern region council before; has made financial 
studies of the guild. He has never dissociated himself from this par- 
ticular Communist group, that I know of. 

His wife was the member who delivered a report to the member- 
ship at the time that the Mundt-Nixon bill was under consideration, 
and her report was virtually in all details, a Communist Party line 
attack on it, describing the bill as an attempt at thought-control, and 
the other terms with which I guess a lot of us are familiar. 

Mr. Arens. May I invite your attention to the name David Kogan? 

Mr. Mitton. A member of the victorious pro-Communist group, 
associated himself in all ways with their published statements and 
signed his name to them. 

Mr. Argens. Howard Rodman. 

Mr. Miron. A member of the present council but a hold-over 
member. In other words, he was not reelected last fall, but held 
office from a previous election. 

He was last year chairman of the—they call it the fact-finding 
committee on blacklisting. He delivered last summer to the member- 
ship a report on blacklisting which was a very fine example of Com- 
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munist dialectics. He defended Jean Muir in all the ways that the 
Communists have adopted. 

Mr. Arens. Who was she? 

Mr. Mitrron. Jean Muir was the actress, not a member of our 
guild, who was employed by the Aldrich Family television program 
before it went on television. She was cast in the role of the mother. 
Her employers discovered that she had a record as a Communist- 
fronter and before the program ever went on the air she was paid 
off—I think, her 13 weeks in full—and released. 

When that was generally announced by, I think, the General Foods 
Corp., and the advertising agency, there was a great outcry, particu- 
larly among Communists and among many others, that she had been 
outrageously treated. 

Our fact-finding committee on black listing defended her, although 
she was not a member. 

Mr. Arens. When you say “our,” what do you refer to? 

Mr. Miuton. I mean in the sense of the fact-finding committee on 
blacklisting of the Radio Writers Guild. 

Mr. Arens. Of which you and your associates in the anti-Com- 
munist force were not a part? 

Mr. Miron. We were not a part and by no means friendly to it. 
Nor had we any reason to think this committee was friendly to us. 

This report of Rodman’s further referred to Counterattack, the 
anti-Communist publication, in somewhat typical Communist terms. 

For instance, it wanted to prove to the members of the Radio 
Writers Guild that Counterattack was not only anti-Communist 
but was also antilabor. There was a man on the anti-Communist 
staff named, I believe, Matthews—— 

Mr. Arens. Is that J. B. Matthews? 

Mr. Mirron. It is not the investigator; no, sir. It is another man. 
Rodman’s report referred to him as a former member of a CIO union 
who had been expelled from it for antilabor activities, while the truth 
of the matter is that Matthews was expelled from that union for anti- 
Communist activity, and the entire union was thereafter ejected from 
the CIO for being Communist-dominated. 

This report in other details and in a like manner followed Communist 
tactics in presenting the problem of blacklisting. 

And, of course, when any pro-Communist fights blacklisting, he is 
interested in protecting only either Communists or people accused of 
communism. 

Mr. Arens. Sigmund Miller. 

Mr. Mirron. Sigmund Miller was elected to the council last fall as 
a member of the victorious slate. He has associated himself with 
them in their published statements at all times; never denied he was a 
Communist, and shared the views from which I quote. 

Sigmund Miller also in 1947 was one of a group describing itself 
as progressive, which had a significance to most people as meaning 
Communist sympathizer, anyway. He was a member of the group 
I have previously re ferred to, which tried to provoke a wildcat strike 
against the four networks on the eve of a contract settlement. 

Mr. Arens. Addy Richton. 

Mr. Miiron. Addy Richton, likewise a member of the victorious 
group. She has, in private meetings, violently denied being a Com- 








24 SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION 


munist, but she, at no time, has dissociated herself from that group in 
public actions; has consistently followed the line of the Radio Writers 
Guild leadership on all related questions. 

Mr. Arens. Does the line of this Radio Writers Guild leadership 
approximate the Communist Party line? 

Mr. Mixron. On key questions; yes, sir. .On the Mundt-Nixon 
bill it followed the line. On the Taft-Hartley bill it followed the line. 

At the time, for instance, that the soldier vote was under considera- 
tion in, I guess it was the House, one of the members, Peter Lyon, a 
member of the pro-Communist faction, attempted to induce the guild 
to communicate with Washington on the question when the question 
of soldiers’ vote, one way or the other, had no connection whatsoever 
with the guild. 

Mr. Arens. How about the war in Korea? 

Senator Watkins. May I go back to this matter of the Communist 
line and the labor line? 

Could not there be a similarity, yet without any connection what- 
ever? 

Mr. Miuron. In the matter of the Taft-Hartley bill, of course.- 

Senator Warxkrns. What about the anti-Communist bill? 

Mr. Mitron. The Mundt-Nixon bill? 

Senator Warkrins. Yes. 

Do you not think some people were opposed to that simply as a 
matter of principle and never had any connection with Communists? 
I am voting for the bill and I am one of its proponents, but 1 think 
I do recognize some people might be against it and still abhor com- 
munism and do everything to put it out. 

Mr. Mitron. That is quite possible, and the names we are dis- 
cussing now are not, I think, among the innocents or among those 
who might have other sound views. 

Senator Watkins. What is the reason for that conclusion? Can 
you be more specific about what they have done, or that you know 
about? 

Mr. Mirton. These statements which I have here: It is my 
opinion that no person opposed to communism could possibly sign 
such statements as they have made here, one of which I have read 
into the record, and all of which I have here. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly indentify those statements. 

Mr. Miuron. I have here all the publications from both the anti- 
Communist group, of which we were members, and the incumbent, 
or what we consider the pro-Communist group—from both sides—cov- 
ering a period of 7 weeks. 

Mr. Arens. May I suggest that you separate them into the two 
categories? 

Mr. Mitton. They are so separated. 

Mr. Arens. Then would you kindly identify each document and 
we will incorporate it in the record? 

Senator Watkins. That is a good idea. 

Mr. Minton. Each one, or each group? 

Mr. Arens. Example documents of each group. 

Mr. Miron. All right, sir. 

Under the grouping “Start of the controversy” 





Mr. Arens. Are you taking now the anti-Communist group, or the 
Communists? 
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Mr. Miiton. Mr. Arens, let me explain the grouping. There are 
just two or three which include the original pre-Korean resolution 
by Welbourn Kelley and notices of meeting and comments on it by 
our council, which was the group which tabled the resolution, claiming 
it was politic al; which was the beginning of this particular fight. 

Here is one small group, and I have labeled it “Start of the Con- 
troversy.”’ 

There is a second group of bulletins issued by us, numbered and in 
order of dates; a third, similar group of all the material issued by the 
official nominees and council members, to wit: The pro-Communist 
group. 

Mr. Arens. May I respectfully suggest, Mr. Milton, that you start 
a narrative now, explaining without reading each of the documents 
that you have before you, and as you explain it we will mark it as an 
exhibit and place it in the record or accept it for the subcommittee 
files. 

Mr. Miron. All right, sir. 

Date of August 23, 1950, a notice of meeting accompanied by a 
report from the eastern region council on a resolution by Welbourn 
Kelley, presented to the council. 

This resolution intended to place the guild on record in support of 
the Government of the United States in the Korean crisis. This 
reports the action of the council in tabling the resolution and com- 
ments on it. 

Mr. Arens. May we mark that document as “Exhibit No. 1 of 
Paul R. Milton” and accept it for filing, if the Chair please, at this 
point in the testimony? 

Senator Warkrns. You may do so. 

(The document referred to was marked ‘‘Milton Exhibit No. 1,” 
and accepted for filing.) 

Mr. Arens. Will you kindly identify the next document which you 
have? 

Mr. Mitron. Dated August 31, 1950, a letter to the membership 
from Welbourn Kelley and Daisy Amoury, stating their side of the 
controversy touched on in the document of August 23. 

Mr. ArENs. May that then be identified as wshibit No. 2 of Mr. 
Milton’s testimony and be accepted for filing at this point? 

Senator WarkINs. Yes. 

Mr. Mitron. Date of October 5, 1950, report to the membership 
of the official nominating committee. 

There is more to the document, sir. Do you want me to identify it 
here, or since it appears in the record 

Mr. Arens. Just for the purpose of identification, and perhaps a 
word or two of explanation. 

The document, if the Chair please, will be marked ‘Milton Exhibit 
No. 3” and be accepted for filing at this point. 

Mr. Mitron. Date of October 11, 1950, first statement from the 
anti-Communist group calling itself We the Undersigned, issued to 
all members through the membership mailing list. 

Mr. Arens. May that document be identified as Milton exhibit 
No. 4 and be accepted for the record at this point of Mr. Milton’s 
testimony? 

Senator WaTkKINs. Yes. 
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Mr. Miuron. Date of October 16, 1950, the second statement 
from We the Undersigned, the anti-Communist group. 

Mr. Arens. Let that be identified, then, as exhibit No. 5 in Mr. 
Milton’s testimony. 

Senator Watkins. That will be received at this point. 

Mr. Mitron. Dated October 23, 1950, the third statement. 

Mr. Arens. May that be identified as exhibit No. 6 of Mr. Milton’s 
testimony, and filed for the record? 

Senator Watkins. They may, without mentioning each one specif- 
ically, be given exhibit numbers and be made a part of the record 
or accepted for filing purposes. 

Mr. Mixron. Date of October 21, 1950, another statement to the 
membership; with possibly a word of explanation in connection with 
this one. 

Mr. Arens. May I suggest if there is any particular comment you 
care to make with respect to any of these exhibits, it would be quite 
appropriate for you to do so in conjunction with filing the document. 

Mr. Minton. Yes; if I may on this one. 

This is a copy of a letter addressed to Herman A. Gray, counsel 
for the eastern region of the Radio Writers Guild. He was at this 
time last fall representing the staff writer members of the Radio 
Writers Guild in contract negotiations with the four networks. 
Some members feared that the fact that there was a very hot election 
contest within the guild might be used by the networks to delay 
negotiations or used in some manner to split the negotiators. 

This was a letter from us to Mr. Gray to assure him that we in no 
sense were attacking any legitimate efforts on behalf of the guild as 
a whole to benefit its members economically or professionally within 
its proper framework. 

(Document referred to was marked ‘‘Milton Exhibit No. 7.’’) 

Mr. Miitron. Date of October 29, 1950, bulletin No. 4 from “We 
the undersigned,” and this announces our list of candidates, the first 
plank of whose platform is: “We are opposed to communism and 
fascism.” 

(Document referred to was marked ‘Milton Exhibit No. 8’’.) 

Senator Warxkrins. May we ask a question about that? In each 
of these election contests you had, was it pretty generally understood 
and discussed that your faction, for instance, were anti-Communists 
and the others were friendly to it? 

Mr. Mitron. We made our opposition to communism and fascism 
very open in every statement. 

Senator Warkrins. What was their answer? 

Mr. Miron. Their answer was that communism was not a rele- 
vant issue to guild welfare, even though in the past, on many occa- 
sions, they had gone outside so-called proper guild welfare to intro- 
duce subjects which were clearly not so related, such as I said before, 
the soldiers’ vote; on occasion, second front resolutions. 

Senator Warxrns. Do you mean backing up Stalin’s demand that 
we make a second front? 

Mr. Mitton. Yes, sir; and various other matters which at various 
times were part of the Communist Party line. In those events Miss 
Knight can testify in more detail because she was present on more of 
those occasions than I was. 
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Senator Warxins. What I am trying to find out is: Was there any 
admission on the part of your opponents that they were pro-Commu- 
nist and that any of them were Communist? 

Mr. Miron. No, sir. 

Senator Warxins. Did they defend the Communist Party as such 
at any time in any of these connections? 

Mr. Mitton. Not the Communist Party. They defended com- 
munism in the way that I stated. 

I may find more detailed instances of it, but one statement that I 
read, if I may refer to it again—and I may say here that we were 
never at any time able to say we suspect such and such a man to be 
either a Communist or a Communist sympathizer. We were warned 
on the floor of a meeting that if we did that, we would be sued for 
libel. We believed it and didn’t do it. All of our statements were 
checked for that reason by a prominent anti-Communist lawyer, 
Arthur Farmer. 

So that in these matters you have to be somewhat oblique. We 
never were able to go as far as some unions have been able to, where 
perhaps the men whom they were after had revealed themselves much 
more thoroughly. 

Senator Warkins. What I am trying to get is this: You are a well- 
trained man and have had a great deal of experience. I can see that 
from the way you conduct yourself here now. 

What was the evidence from which you and your associates deter- 
mined that these people were pro-Communist, if not Communists 
themselves? 

Mr. Mitron. Let me refer to my statement again. 

Senator Warkins. | was wondering if there was anything outside 
of these statements that you can refer to. 

Mr. Arens. May I| suggest something in the form of a question, 
if you please? 

Do you have any statement that in the event of a war between 
the United States and the Soviet Union, that they would not fight 
or defend the United States? 

Mr. Miziron. In one such case; in the case of Philo Higley. He 
said to Welbourn Kelley in a private conversation that he was not 
certain, if the United States were invaded, that he would fight. He 
was in the Navy during the last war. 

Peter Lyon has a considerable front record as published in Red 

Channels; likewise Arnold Perl. At one period—and Miss Knight 
can te stify more on this in detail than I can—Peter Lyon and Robert 
Newman—and this was in the early days of the guild, about 19438, 
about the time that Budenz refers to in the article in the American 
Legion Monthly, that infiltration of the radio industry was ordered 
by the Communist Party—these two men often appeared in the home 
of a certain woman and openly announced their intentions to do so. 

Senator Warkins. Let me ask you this question: Were their 
activities on the main in the interest of the members of the guild, 
or did they make these pro-Communist claims and statements one 
of their principal activities? 

Mr. Mirron. I want to be very fair in answering that, sir. In 
negotiating contracts, which is the proper business of the leadership 
of a guild of this kind, many of them have been extremely active and 
extremely able. They were not the sole custodians, however, of the 
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results of such negotiations, though they claim sole credit for such 
benefits as our guild has. 

However, it 1s our contention that when a group of them tried to pro- 
voke a last-minute strike and embittered the relations between the 
guild, the Federal Labor Conciliator and the four networks, that they 
were sacrificing immediate benefits in order to provoke confusion and 
economic loss; which is a standard goal of Communists in any potential 
strike situation. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting the giving of 
guild money to Communist fronts? 

Mr. Mixron. Yes, sir; not by the eastern region, but by the western 
region. 

‘And here are two typical reports. 

Mr. Arens. The Radio Writers Guild has three regions, does it not? 

Mr. Miiron. It has three regions. 

This is a financial report for January 1947, and a similar report for 
February 1947. 

There were others like them, but I have these only as samples. 
These are reports from the Radio Writers Guild, western region, to 
I believe, the national office of the Guild, and it was sent to all 
members of the eastern region council at the time. 

Under the heading “Expenditures,” the first item is “Hollywood 
writers mobilization, $25” in both cases. 

Mr. Arens. And is that a Communist front? 

Mr. Minton. It has been cited as a Communist front. 

Sam Moore, when he testified before the House committee recently, 
refused to answer any questions concerning his connection with the 
Hollywood writers mobilization because it was subversive and he 
said he wouldn’t answer any questions about subversive organizations. 

As well as being a member of the Radio Writers Guild, he was a 
member of this organization. 

Mr. Arens. He was president of the Radio Writers Guild, was 
he not? 

Mr. Minron. Sam Moore was in 1946 and 1947 national president 
of the guild. He was then working out of Hollywood and has since 
moved east and is now.a member of our eastern region council. 

If you would like these in evidence—— 

Mr. Arens. May they be received for filing? 

Senator Watkins. I would like to get back to this matter of the 
attempt to get you into a strike at the last minute. 

Mr. Miron. Yes, sir. 

Senator Warkrins. Is there any justification for what they were 
doing there in the nature of trying to help their members get better 
opportunities? 

Mr. Mitron. The justification they gave—and this is in written 
form, a petition; a copy of which I believe can be furnished to the 
committee by WeJbourn Kelley when he testifies—the justification 
was that the negotiators for the strike, to-wit, the attorney, Welbourn 
Kelley then eastern region vice president and an anti-Communist, and 
the then national president, Erik Barnouw, were not being as tough 
with the networks as they should be at the last moment. 

Senator Warkins. Were the networks conciliatory? Were they 
getting along? 
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Mr. Mitton. They were ready to sign; yes, sir. They were in the 
process at the last moment of discussing terms that had been mutually 
worked out over a period of many months. 

Senator Warxkins. Did the pro-Communists in those negotiations 
come up with some terms that were not reasonable? 

Mr. Miron. No. 

Senator Warxrns. In what way then were they not tough enough? 

Mr. Miron. There was not sufficiently vigorous prosecution. 

Senator Warkins. Had they been favorable to the terms that were 
then being prepared to be signed? 

Mr. Miron. Yes, sir. Some of those who wanted the last-minute 
strike had helped negotiate the terms. 

Senator Warxrns. And apparently they were agreeable to them. 

Mr. Mitton. Yes. 

Senator Watkins. And overnight they worked up a feeling the 
other way. 

Mr. Mitton. Yes, sir; among some 60 members. 

Mr. Arens. As a matter of fact, part of them went on an actual 
wildcat strike; is that not true? 

Mr. Miuton. I don’t know. No; I couldn’t say that, sir. 

Finally, the attempt was defeated at the last moment by Welbourn 
Kelley, Erik Barnouw, and the Federal conciliator I mentioned before, 
J. R. Mandelbaum, who could throw a great deal of light on the 
actions and attitudes of the group at that time that persuaded us 
that the motivation of this almost wildcat strike was Communist in 
intention. 

Mr. Arens. How about Sigmund Miller’s participation in the 
strike? 

Mr. Miron. Specifically, he called me, knowing nothing of my 
sympathies, and said: 

“A group of us progressive members are meeting at the home of 
Leon Meadow on this date.” 

That would be sometime in 1947. 

He said ‘‘We would like you to come.” 

I heard, the word “‘progressive,’’ which I didn’t really think meant 
progressive. 

{ said, ‘I am sorry; I can’t go.” 

That meeting resulted in a petition of 64 names urging the wildcat 
strike in spite of the almost-settlement, and the settlement that was 
presently made. 

Senator Watkins. Were these strike leaders active members of the 
guild? That is, were they writers under contract, who had been 
under contract to the networks? 

Mr. Mitton. You mean those who wanted the strike? 

Senator Warkins. Yes. 

Mr. Mitton. They were active members of the guild. 

Senator Watkins. That was their principal occupation and profes- 
sion, was it? 

Mr. Minton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. They were not people who just came in and had 
an incidental interest in the whole thing, were they? 

Mr. Miron. No, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Were they active members? 
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Mr. Mitton. Yes. 

I might concede, in fairness, they had a right to protest the manner 
in which the negotiations were being conducted. 

There were other people who did so protest. But I speak of their 
specific group as having virtually no other purpose in mind than to 
delay, confuse, and obstruct. 

Senator WarTkins. You see, as a matter of evidence, I am trying 
to find some specific thing they said or did that would indicate they 
were in a different class than these people who are just fighting for 
their rights and that they had some other interests. 

Mr. Mixton. At no time did they ever admit they were Commu- 
nists. That never happens. We had to deduce it or conclude it from 
associations or utterances and from actions of this ambiguous nature. 

Senator Warxins. We are confronted with a very difficult problem 
of getting evidence on those matters, and that is why I am searching 
and asking these questions to find out if you know of any specific 
thing that indicated that they were doing something far beyond the 
duty to try and get something for the members, that they had some 
other purpose. 

Mr. Miitron. I think we may, as we go through these things, 
accumulate such, I hope. 

Senator Warkins. It may be as we goalong. I thought I would ask 
these questions as we go along to see what you have in mind. 

Mr. Mitton. | am trying to pin them down. 

My personal relation to all this is best from last July to date 
because, although I had been a member before, I had been very much 
on the fringe. 

But, when the anti-Communist fight came, I personally got in it. 
That is why I would like to refer to the expert witnesses on this 
particular phase, that strike episode, which would be Welbourn 
Kelley, as well as a similar episode which | referred to, when the 
issue arose as follows: 

There are two main groups in the industry with which the guild 
wants minimum basic agreements covering fees and ownership of 
copyrights and other working conditions. One such group is the 
networks, and that contract exists. 

Another such group, and the more important one, is all the adver- 
tising agencies together representing the firms that do most of the 
advertising on the networks. 

Senator Warkins. The clients of the radio broadcasting companies. 

Mr. Mixton. Yes. 

™ > aim is to arrive at a similar minimum basic agreement with 
this group of advertising agencies. 

Senator Watkins. I want to make this perfectly clear, at least as 
one member of the committee. We have not any other purpose to 
serve than to try to arrive at the truth. 

Frankly, I would personally feel a lot better about showing that 
an American was a non-Communist than I would to try to prove he 
was a Communist unless the evidence directly indicated and showed 
that he was. 

We have no purpose to serve other than to get the truth. We 
want to get the facts. We have no one to protect, no one to smear, 
and we have no one to excuse. 
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If they have gone out against their own country and have adopted 
the line that serves another power rather than their own country, 
we want to get the truth. 

So we make that perfectly clear that this is not a committee to get 
anybody; it is a committee to get the truth. 

Mr. Miuxton. I understand that, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Milton, do you have information respecting the 
dissemination of the Communist line in the works of some of the 
members of the guild? 

I invite your attention specifically to the program Cavalcade of 
America. 

Mr. Mitton. I don’t think I could speak for the Cavalcade of 
America. I never have written for it, and don’t know much about it. 

Mr. Arens. How about Peter Lyon’s scripts? 

Mr. Miuron. Peter Lyon—and I am now repeating what I have 
been told—Peter Lyon was one of the two men—the other was 
Robert Newman—who repeatedly announced, as Miss Knight can 
tell you in more detail, in 1943 that they intended to take over the 
guild. Lyon wrote—I guess for, among other shows—for Cavalcade 
of America and during the war was on the labor desk of the Office of 
War Information. He was provided information about American 
labor news by a man representing both the CIO and the A. F. of L. 

This was Morton Wishengrad. 

After a period of supplying Lyon with news for dissemination 
abroad, Wishengrad told the OWL that he would no longer supply 
such information as long as Lyon was on that desk because the news 
was being slanted when sent abroad in Lyon’s script to serve the 
party line. 

In consequence of that, Lyon was removed from that desk by, as 
I understand it, Elmer Davis. 

Mr. Arens. May I invite your attention to the name Ernest 
Kinoy? 

Mr. Miron. Staff man at NBC, the only one of the victorious 
group of candidates last fall that wasn’t elected. He was just one 
excess candidate. He associated himself in their documents—and 
there are more of these documents, sir—with all their statements, with 
respect to anti-communism and communism. 

We have no reason to believe that he was not in sympathy with 
them. 

Mr. Arens. I then suggest, Mr. Milton, that you go on in the 
identification of your documents, and, if you care to do so, you may 
comment with respect to each document before you insert it in the 
record. 

Mr. Mitton. Yes, sir. 

I think we were at Bulletin No. 4, from ‘We, the undersigned,” of 
October 29, 1950, announcing our candidates and their first plank 
was: ‘We are opposed to communism and fascism.”’ 

Mr. Arens. Did the other candidates refuse to go on record as 
opposing communism and fascism? 

Mr. Mixron. They did at all times verbally at meetings and at all 
times in print and in documents. We will come to them in a minute. 

Bulletin from ‘We the undersigned,” October 31, 1950, containing 
— of people who subscribed with us to anti-communism as a basic 
plank. 
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Senator Warxins. Did they have any such plank in any of their 
platforms? 

Mr. Miron. No, sir; they did not. 

I now come to the utterances of the incumbent group and their 
candidates, those we believe to be Communist in sympathy—orienta- 
tion—by action and association of others. 

No. 1. A communication—it is net dated but would be about 
October 1950—to all members from Ira Marion, the candidate for 
national president. He was subsequently elected. 

Document No. 12 is dated October 26, 1950, from James Hart. 

We referred to him before. 

(The document referred to was marked “Milton Exhibit No. 12” 
and accepted for filing.) 

Mr. Mitton. Document dated October 26, 1950, from Sheldon 
Stark, eastern region vice president. 

He was one of those specifically asked by Erik Barnouw, who 
resigned from the council over Kelley's pro-American resolution, to 
resign and stand again for office. 

Stark refused. 

(Document referred to was marked “Milton Exhibit No. 13” and 
accepted for filing.) 

Mr. Miztron. Document dated October 27, 1950, to all members, 
from the group calling itself the Committee for Regular Nominees, 
consisting of Robert Newman, Stanley Silverman, and Sheldon Stark. 

This list includes all the names that I read before as their nominees. 

Mr. Mivton. A communication of October 27, 1950, to all members 
from Hector Chevigny, which is very definitely a distorted history 
of the guild going back to its inception on the west coast. 

We have no reason to believe that Chevigny is a communist, 
although he has associated himself with them at all times. He hap- 
pens to be blind and some allowance may be made for emotional con- 
dition coming from that. 

Mr. Arens. Did that document from Chevigny, in your judgment, 
have any effect on the elections? 

Mr. Miron. We believe that it did. It is a very sober-sounding 
paper. It happens to make extraordinary factual errors in point of 
time, even transposing events. It may have had an effect on certain 
people in making them think that we, the anti-Communists, were 
using anti-communism to put over some idea or hope of making the 
Radio Writers Guild a so-called elite group, as if only people who 
wrote for the very best programs could belong, or some such thing. 

This was by no means our intention. The record of the guild 
shows that many of the anti-Communist group were active in organ- 
izing the guild in the first place, negotiating its contracts in the second 
place, serving loyally and efficiently on committees down through 
the years. 

But Chevigny’s paper may well have had an effect on certain 
people who didn’t know the facts. 

This is a document dated October 28, 1950, from the official candi- 
dates and signed by some 25 people who supported it. 

It is this document from which I quoted before, which to me— 
and I think I am a pretty close observer of Communist attitudes— 
which reveals to me that there is Communist motivation, because no 
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anti-Communist can write a statement like this. Would it help if I 
read it again, sir? 

Senator Warkins. Go ahead. We will be glad to hear it. It is 
taking on more significance as you proceed. 

Mr. Miiton. That is it, sir. 

The early part of the statement simply refers to other issues then 
going on in this contest, and then it comes to this paragraph: 


The history of all such controversies— 
meaning a controversy within a union over the issue of communism— 


shows very clearly that once a concession is made in order to “clear the air,’”’ other 
concessions are demanded. Soon the problem becomes that of “proving’’ one is 
not a Communist, and the situation in fact becomes one in which any form of 
liberal thought is suppressed. * * * 

Parenthesis there, if I may. 

It is a common Communist tactic to equate the Communist Party 
with the Republican, Socialist, or any other indigenous political party, 
as if to say to the innocent—‘‘the Communist Party is just like any 
other, has no foreign roots, it follows no foreign line.” 

And many people have fallen for this stunt. 

Furthermore, communism has for years bracketed itself in its own 
yublications with liberals. The Communist publication, the New 

lasses when it was published, the Daily Worker, and others, would 
refer to—‘Communists and other liberals.” 

In my opinion, it is impossible for a Communist to be a liberal or a 
liberal to be a Communist. Whatever else anybody thinks a liberal 
is, he cannot support a doctrine which exists on secret police, barbed 
wire, and so on. 

But the trick is obvious and intentional. 

This paragraph continues: 

* * * eventually a full-blown program of witch hunting is forced upon @ 
membership which is divided, confused, and frightened. * * 

“Witch hunting” is the standard confusing label for any attempt to 
smoke out communism or the dissemination of Communist ideas. 

It finishes: 

While all this is going on, of course, the guild or union finds it almost impossible 
to carry on its regular business. 

There is more, but this is the most significant part. 

Senator Warkins. May I call your attention to the fact that they 
seem to have been very successful in getting a lot of ve ry loyal Ameri- 
cans to adopt their phraseology. I have read editorial after editorial 
in the papers that I know did not have a Communist within a mile of 
them using the same language. 

Mr. Miron. Yes. And this that [read—in a vacuum sounds fine, 
but when you analyze it, it is deceptive in the true Communist manner. 

Now, another instance of its intent to deceive is that it ignores labor 
history. For instance, the International Ladies’ Garment Workers’ 
Union, which was some years ago bankrupted by a Communist minor- 
ity to the point where it could not pay its electric light bill or run its 
elevators, until the anti-Communists, led by David Dubinsky and 
others, finally ejected them and subsequently made the ILGWU one 
of the most successful anti-Communist unions, one of the most success- 
ful for its members; one of the most constructive forces in the labor 
movement and in the garment industry. 
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This passage I read ignores the history of the unions which, during 
the early days of the CIO, deliberately, so it is said, used Communists 
as organizers because they were understood to be energetic; thinking 
later that they could get rid of them. 

They had a hard time getting rid of them, as the subsequent history 
of the CIO shows. 

And during that time, unions were led into strikes for the sole pur- 
pose of confusion; for the sole purpose of carrying out the party line, 
to wit, the Allis-Chalmers strike, to wit, the North American Aviation 
strike in California, and, to wit, hundreds of other instances in which 
unions were paralyzed, virtually bankrupted; in which they were, as 
they say here, ‘divided, confused, and frightened,” as long as the 
Communists misled them; unions which were used by the Communist 
elements to transmit Communist propaganda on every conceivable 
question, and unions which were never able to right themselves until 
they got rid of their Communists. 

Anybody that doesn’t know all that can’t understand the deliberate 
distortion concealed in this paragraph. I am sorry I have to engage 
in such a roundabout way to prove my point. 

Senator Warkins. That is just what the committee wants to know. 

Mr. Mitton. I am sorry I was so long in getting to it. 

Senator Warxins. Make it definite and specific. 

Mr. Mitton. Yes, sir. 

It is hard to wrap these things up in a very few words because we 
have to go around Robin Hood’s barn to penetrate this kind of dia- 
lectic. 

We were actually asked one evening—‘‘we” meaning the anti- 
Communists, by one of their group, ‘‘What makes you think the 
Communists would even want to control this union?” Upon that I 
referred to some of these things I have just mentioned, and I said, 
“Furthermore, Communist control has as its purpose the prevention 
of the expression of pro-American sentiment whenever it is desired to 
express it, exactly as our Communist minority, the Communist faction, 
prevented us from expressing our support of the Government of the 
United States in the Korean crisis.”” That, in itself, is an adequate 
reason for Communists to want control, let alone the transmittal of 
propaganda or, in other cases, the associating of the guild with other 
known Communist organizations, as has been done. 

Mr. Arens. Is it Will Glickman who asked that? 

Mr. Mixron. No, it was a girl named Lynn Stone. 

I have paused at that point to make that matter clear, sir. 

Now, when I refer to them as the pro-Communist faction, it doesn’t 
mean that they are all Communists in the sense of being card holders. 
I have been told that some of them are, but it is quite possible for an 
ae efficient Communist to be without a card, as witness Harry 

old. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Milton, will you proceed at your own pace and 
identify the other documents? 

Mr. Miron. Yes, sir. 

I have a document dated October 20, 1951, which is a news letter 
from the eastern regional council to all members. It can stand on its 
own feet. I don’t think it needs any special comment. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 16” and accepted 
for filing.) 
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Mr. Arens. Will you proceed, Mr. Milton. 

Mr. Mivton. Yes, sir. I next have a document dated October 
25, 1950, entitled “Notice of Annual Meeting,” from the Radio 
Writers’ Guild. A comment: The council, on its own authority, de- 
clared there to be one less vacancy than there would be normally, 
We assumed that to be simply a political maneuver to cut down the 
scope of our possible victory, which we didn’t have. 

(The document referred to was marked and accepted for the sub- 
committee files.) 

Mr. Mixton. I now have a document dated October 30, 1950, to 
all members from the committee for regular nominees. This is a 
campaign statement in support of the official and, as I have described 
them, pro-Communist group. It lists their candidates and is signed 
by a considerable number, perhaps 100 general members. It de- 
scribes the fight here—and this is worth comment—it refers to us and 
says, “Their opponents are campaigning on an issue which can only 
divide the guild, as it has already split every organization in which 
the issue was allowed to become an issue.” 

Mr. Arens. Speaking of the Communist issue? 

Mr. Miron. Speaking of the Communist issue. Of course, that 
statement has to be checked with the ILGWU for truth and with 
every other union which has tried to get rid of its Communists. 
Some of the organizations that have tried it have been destroyed. 
The American Labor Party ceased to be what it once was when it 
became a Communist apparatus, and the anti-Communists in New 
York had to form the Liberal Party. It was the only way of getting 
rid of them. 

I want to comment on this list, if I may, briefly. In fairness, I 
have no reason to say nor have I any reason personally to believe 
that all of the persons who supported this group of candidates and 
incumbents are Communists. They have been deluded into so doing 
by other issues that may have arisen as, for instance, W elbourn 
Kelly, of our group of candidates, was falsely accused in a whispering 
campaign of being an anti-Semite. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Milton, is it not a fact that, on the basis of your 
experience and observations, the strength of the Communists in any 
organization is completely disproportionate to their numbers? 

Mr. Miuton. Yes, sir; because there seems to be at large in our 
society a type of person who falls for the pseudo-liberal arguments 
advanced by Communists or who, for psychological reasons of their 
own, hesitate to make a decision on the question: ‘‘Where do I stand 
with respect to communism?” It seems to be a highly personal 
question involving individual psychology. Such people flee from 
making up their minds as to whether they are for or against com- 
munism. We would run into statements that the guild was not the 
place to settle this issue, and that today was not the time to do it, 
and that, in general, it was much too dangerous a thing for anybody 
to touch in spite of the fact that American soldiers were being killed 
in Korea by Communists, in spite of Greenglass, Rosenberg, Gold, 
Fuchs, Alger Hiss, and so on. These people and others like them are 
deluded by such paragraphs as I read before. They don’t analyze 
them or they lack the information to analyze them. 

Mr. Arens. Now, will you kindly proceed with the identification 
and comment on the documents which you have before you. 
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Mr. Miron. Yes, sir. I was just referring to this list. Some few 
of these people, I am told, are card holders. Others have revealed 
themselves in other ways, and others, as I say, may have been this 
deluded kind. Personally, I find it hard to believe that there are 
people who could append their names to such documents over a period 
of time, as these people did, without making up their minds. But in 
fairness, let’s regard them as innocents. 

Mr. Arens. The document will be identified and accepted for filing. 
Now, will you identify the next item, Mr. Milton, and make such 
comment on it as you care to. 

Mr. Mitron. It is a document dated October 31, 1950. 

Mr. Arens. What is it? 

Mr. Mitton. It is a statement on behalf of the regular nominees, 
to wit, the group we have called the pro-Communists. It requires 
comment on two points. It states here that, “Every officer of the 
ALA and of the RWG signed non-Communist affidavits 1 year ago. 
The RWG is in compliance with the Taft-Hartley law.” In my 
opening statement I referred to the fact that care was always taken 
that when such necessities arose persons were pushed forward as 
officers, as distinguished from general council members or committee 
members, who could sign the Taft-Hartley non-Communist affidavit 
without committing perjury, or we assumed that to be the case. 

Mr. Arens. Of course, the Communists, in accordance with the 
thesis of their philosophy, have little hesitancy to sign an oath that 
they are not Communists. 

Mr. Mitton. That is possible, sir. 

Let me give one such instance to illustrate. Welbourn Kelley, the 
proposer of the so-called Korean Resolution, is an anti-Communist 
of long standing. He was elected eastern regional vice president 
preceding the present incumbent, Sheldon Stark. Kelley made 
known his anticommunism in a letter—and Kelley can testify to this 
himself because he has the letter—to Sam Moore, then national presi- 
dent, stating his position on communism—‘‘To protect himself against 
being used’’—these are Kelley’s own words to me. Kelley was at 
all times careful not to be used, but he was particularly supported by 
the pro-Communists because he was obviously able to sign a Taft- 
Hartley affidavit. 

The second point here is this: it remarks that Erik Barnouw—and 
he was one of the persons who resigned from the guild council in con- 
sequence of Kelley’s resolution—they quote Barnouw to the effect 
that in all his experience as a member of the council he had never 
seen evidence of Communist influence in guild affairs. Barnouw did 
say that. Barnouw believed, evidently, that you could work with 
Communists and tried for many years to work with them and did. 
He changed his mind on the occasion of Kelley’s Korean Resolution 
and resigned from council, stating that communism was an extremely 
relevant issue to the Radio Writers’ Guild. In other words, he 
changed his mind with a bang. Barnouw was an extremely important 
figure in the guild. 

Mr. Arens. How did Barnouw fare in the last election? 

Mr. Mixron. He was defeated. He was one of the most successful 
of our candidates, but he was defeated. 

(The letter referred to, dated October 31, 1950, was marked and 
was filed with the subcommittee.) 
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Mr. Miron. If it is desired, Mr. Arens, I have here an article by 
Louis Budenz from the American Legion Monthly to which I referred 
earlier. 

Mr. Arens. That will be received for the committee files. 

Mr. Mivron. I have here something which I said I would like to 
comment on. These papers are an activity of our fact-finding com- 
mittee—and by “our’’ I mean the Radio Writers Guild Fact-Finding 
Committee on Blacklist and Censorship, currently chairmanned by 
Robert Cenedella, one of the members of the victorious majority last 
fall. 

These papers came into existence when the Columbia Broadcasting 
System issued to its 2,000 or more employees a loyalty questionnaire. 
Among its 2,000 employees were a number of staff writers, members 
of the Radio Writers Guild. Therefore, the Radio Writers Guild was 
properly concerned. 

The Authors League Council objected to the Columbia Broad- 
casting System that their questionnaire was improper in form, and 
they also characterized it as an unfair standard by which to hire or 
fire writers. Now, this deserves some comment because the attitude 
of the Authors League Council played an important part in our 
entire quarrel with the pro-Communists in the Radio Writers Guild. 

Mr. Arens. May I inject a question there to clear the record and 
to clear my own mind? Will you identify the Authors League 
Council? 

Mr. Miron. The Authors League Council is the governing body 
of the entire Authors League and its four component guilds. It is 
composed of officers elected at large among the guilds and has repre- 
sentatives from each guild. The present president is Oscar Ham- 
merstein IT. 

Now, this explanation about a policy of the Authors League Coun- 
cil is necessary to a proper understanding of these papers which I[ 
am about to give you. Dating back many years, the Authors League 
has established a basic policy “of conce rning itself only with the eco- 
nomic and professional we Ifare of its members. Each guild, in turn, 
has tried to apply this policy and in general has done so. It has, 
therefore, avoided concerning itself with any political questions. 
Under the shelter of that policy, at no time duringyWorld War II, 
for example, did the Authors League Council ever adopt a plain, 
straight-out anti-Fascist resolution. And I don’t mean to imply 
that the Authors League Council is today dominated by Communists 
or is in any way a Communist oriented organism. It is not, although 
it has members on it who have known records of Communist associa- 
tion and action. This policy—of avoiding politics—was adopted, as 
I understand it, in order to avoid any one ever dragging the league 
and its members into purely partisan politics. 

Whenever anything happe ns in the writing field which seems to 
attack the possible economic and professional welfare of the members, 
the Authors League Council feels compelled to act under the stimulus 
of its proper policy of protecting the economic interests of writers. 
So that when the Columbia Broadcasting System questioned its 
employees as to whether or not they had ever been members of sub- 
versive organizations, the Authors League, under this policy, felt that 
this was hiring or firing writers without respect to their writing only. 
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That is the point. They believe that writers should be judged and 
dealt with only on the basis of their writings. 

Under this same policy the Authors League Council, when five or 
six of us anti-Communists, appeared before it in September 1950, 
with another open anti-Communist resolution—we failed to get it by 
on a pure technicality; that we did not, in the wording, eatablish the 
connection between the anti-Communist position and the economic 
and professional welfare of writers, even though many persons on the 
council who voted against us for the technical and policy reason 
conceded that we had an important issue. 

Now, that explains why the Authors League of America took the 
attitude toward the Columbia Broadcasting System that it did, and 
how the attitude of the Authors League Council prevented us from 
expressing anticommunism in the form of a resolution. We tried to 
circumvent that by expressing ourselves as personally and as a group 
opposed to communism. It is an involved thing, but it is important 
to an understanding. 

Mr. Arens. Is that an exhibit? 

Mr. Mitton. That is my little preamble. Now I would like to 
explain that by a big preamble. 

Mr. Arens. Please go right ahead. 

Mr. Miron. Here is a document dated January 29, 1951, addressed 
to all members of the Radio Writers Guild, eastern region, from 
Robert Cenedella, chairman of the fact finding committee on black- 
list and censorship. Enclosed with it were two other undated form 
letters. 

This letter from Cenedella went to the members in pursuance of a 
membership resolution to protest the action of the C omlaa Broad- 
casting System by means of a mail campaign directed to executives of 
CBS, more specifically, the chairman of the board, William S. Paley. 

This cover letter refers to an advertisement that appeared in the 
New York Times on January 15, 1951, entitled “What Are You 
Doing Out There?” 

Now, this little grouping of events is significant, I feel, in showing 
how a group such as we have in the Radio Writers Guild goes outside 
of the organization to make embarrassing linkages which serve the 
Communist cause. This advertisement purports to defend in liberal 
terms—and I would like the word “‘liberal’’ in quotes—Jean Muir 
and, by inference, anyone else who ever suffered because they were 
Communists or had records of Communist association. The signers 
include a number of prominent Communist-fronters. The names of 
the signers will, of course, appear in the record. I want to noteone 
of them, Jack A. Goodman. None of these signers, incidentally, are 
members of the Radio Writers Guild. Jack A. Goodman is an execu- 
tive of Simon & Schuster, New York publishers, and, I am told, a 
Communist sympathizer. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting the connection of 
Mr. Barnes to 

Mr. Mitton. I am told that the advertisement was prepared by 
Joseph Barnes, currently in the employ of Simon & Schuster, formerly 
foreign news editor of the Herald Tribune, formerly companion of 
Wendell Wilkie around the world, and a man with a pronounced 
Communist record. 
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The illustrations for the advertisement were drawn by Ben Shahn, 
who has done art work for the Communist Cultural Monthly, Masses 
and Main Stream and also for the Morning Freiheit; The Freiheit is 
the Yiddish edition of the Daily Worker, the official Communist Party 
Yiddish language newspaper and Jewish Life, Communist Party- 
line propaganda monthly. Shahn has a considerable record of support- 
ing Communist causes such as the Waldorf Peace Conference, the 
American Continental Congress for Peace, the Bill of Rights Confer- 
ence in defense of the 12 Communist Party leaders, the National 
Council of Arts, Sciences and Professions, and other fronts. 

Now, the advertisement in itself is subject to analysis from the 
point of view of Communist dialectics, but I want to relate it directly 
to the Radio Writers Guild. The point I want to make is to show how 
our pro-Communist group has, in our opinion, severely damaged the 
Radio Writers Guild by using it to serve Communist purposes, the 
purpose being to prevent loyalty questionnaires at the Columbia 
Broadcasting System. 

Now, I referred to Jack A. Goodman as one of the signers of that 
advertisement. In one of these letters sent to us by the Radio Writers 
Guild chairman of the fact-finding committee on blacklist and censor- 
ship, Robert Cenedella, it is stated, in words to this effect: after you 
have written a letter of protest to Paley of the Columbia Broadcasting 
System, please drop a card to either the fact-finding committee, giving 
the guild address, or to Mrs. Jack Goodman. She is the wife of Jack A. 
Goodman, signer of that advertisement. It gives her address as 22 
Bank Street, New York. Mrs. Goodman is not a radio writer and is 
not a member of the Radio Writers Guild. The only purpose of that, 
suggestion could have been to put in the hands of some outside func- 
tionary some information as to the possible success of the mail 
campaign. 

It was later reported at a membership meeting by the fact-finding 
committee on blacklist and censorship that this mail campaign had 
been very successful and that many letters had been sent. In plain 
language, that seems to mean there were not many. But the linkage 
had been made and damage done to the guild. 

Mr. Arens. Let’s get this identified now. 

Mr. Miron. I would like to say further, with reference to that, 
if I may take the time, sir, that there was further action by the 
Authors League Council with respect to the Columbia Broadcasting 
Co. questionnaire. 

Mr. Arens. Please take all the time in the world; we don’t want to 
rush you about this. 

Mr. Mitron. Don’t let me get onto matters that aren’t relevant. 

Mr. Arens. You just take all the time you want. Your testimony 
is very relevant. 

Mr. Miuron. Thank you, sir. 

At about that same period, as I say, the Authors League Council 
protested to CBS about this loyalty questionnaire, invoking its long- 
standing policy of trying to protect thefpurely economic and profes- 
sional interests of its members. 

Mr. Arens. May I just pose this question here before I forget it. 
Is this advertisement proposition which we have been discussing just 
now part and parcel of the reasons why you have become convinced 
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in your own mind that this other segment of the guild is the com- 
munist segment? 

Mr. Miron. Very definitely, sir, because I am confident that no 
anti-Communist would have, first, signed such an advertisement, and, 
secondly, used it in any organization of which he was a member. It 
is so obvious a Communist stunt that before I knew that members of 
the Guild would use it in any way, I saw it in the papers and recognized 
it as a Communist effusion. 

The advertisement, as I say, should be analyzed. I am sure it will 
be analyzed by the committee. It should be analyzed in the light 
of its understanding of Communist attitudes, standard jargon, and 
distortion of facts. 

Mr. Arens. The advertisement and the other material relating to 
it will be accepted for the record at this point. 

(The letter dated January 29, 1951, accompanied by the two form 
letters referred to, and the advertisement referred to were marked 
and received for the committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Will you pardon the diversion. Will you proceed 
now on the matter you have before you? 

Mr. Mitton. I am referring to the Authors League Council and 
its letter to the Columbia Broadcasting System protesting the loyalty 
questionnaire, and to the position of the council as expressed in the 
letter prepared by Oscar Hammerstein II, as president, John Hersey, 
as vice president, and Erik Barnouw as secretary. This letter, as I 
said, expressed the long-standing policy of the Authors League 
Council to protect its members against the injection of any factors 
not related directly to economic professional welfare. They felt 
that this questionnaire was an invasion of the writer’s right to be 
judged on the merits of his work alone. 

Their attitude, furthermore, was that there surely must be other 
ways of accomplishing the same purpose because national security is 
the overriding factor in these times. 

Mr. Arens. Did John Hersey prepare some kind of letter in con- 
nection with this? 

Mr. Mitton. Yes. The letter was issued by Hammerstein, 
Hersey, and Barnouw. Which one of those three prepared the draft, 
I don’t suppose is important. 

Mr. Arens. Was the letter left intact or were there alterations in 
the letter, or is it Hersey’s letter? 

Mr. Mirron. The letter, as it went from the New York office of 
the Authors League Council to Columbia Broadcasting System, was 
intact. However, at a subsequent time, certain members of our 
eastern region, currently the eastern region Council of Radio Writers 
Guild, condensed and altered that letter in such a way as to make 
it appear in harmony with Communist purposes. Copies of that 
letter were sent to members of the western region. When Hersey 
learned of it, he ordered them to send the complete text to all those 
same persons or he would do so himself. 

At a final meeting between Hammerstein representing the Authors 
League Council, and Ira Marion, national president of the Radio 
Writers Guild, in the offices of the Columbia Broadcasting System, 
with Stanton, the president of the Columbia Broadcasting System, 
and with Joseph Ream, vice president of CBS, Ira Marion made a 
final attempt to persuade CBS to stop the loyalty questionnaire and 
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to substitute some other form of inquiry which might result in a 
loyalty oath but which would have the effect of not eliciting the past 
associations of any CBS employees. 

Hammerstein, although present, it is reported, in no way aided 
Mr. Marion’s plea. He let him fight for himself. CBS flatly refused 
to change a word of its documents or one iota of its attitude. 

As far as we know, all the employees of CBS, signed the question- 
naire, filled it out, and returned it, except one girl who quit as a 
matter of principle; a stenographer, I believe. 

Mr. Arens. What was the final disposition of this Hersey letter? 

Mr. Mitton. As far as I know, presumably either the western 
region has sent its members a corrected and full version of the Hersey 
letter, or Hersey has done so himself. There is no reason to believe 
that Hersey intended at any time to serve Communist purposes nor 
did Hammerstein nor did the third signer of that letter, Erik Barnouw. 
It is for any value it may have in connection with other matters you 
may come to. 

I would like to advance a purely personal opinion, that is, that the 
Authors League Council is a little bit trapped currently by its long- 
standing polic y of never touching a political matter, because it is clear 
to many long-standing anti-C ommunists on that counc il, such as Rex 
Stout, such as Arthur Schwartz, and a number of others, that com- 
munism goes far beyond politics and is a matter of national security 
and national safety. Members of the council are trying to find ways 
to get around it and solve the problem to the satisfaction of a lot of 
people, i including us. Our fight would be much easier if it did. 

If it is of any help, sir, I can next make a brief comment on the 
National Lawyers Guild, to which I referred earlier. 

Mr. Arens. Now, the National Lawyers Guild has been cited by 
the Attorney General as a Communist organization, has it not? 

Mr. Miron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. As a Communist-front organization. 

Mr. Miuron. It has been described in House Report 3123 as the 
legal bulwark of the Communist Party. That is dated September 17, 
1950. 

In a report to the general membership of the Radio Writers Guild, 
eastern region, in November 1950, at Holland House, New York City, 
simply a meeting place, Howard Rodman, then chairman of the fact- 
finding committee on blacklist and censorship of the Radio Writers 
Guild, made a report in which he urged that the guild seek the help 
of the National Lawyers Guild in fighting any instances of blacklist 
that might come up, through the person of Clifford J. Durr, past 
national president of the National Lawyers Guild, formerly a Federal 
Communications Commissioner, and described by Louis Budenz as 
one of the “friends” of Communists during his tenure in the FCC. 
Members of the anti-Communist group in the Radio Writers Guild 
pointed out to the membership the known record of the National 
Lawyers Guild as a subversive organization, drew attention to Durr’s 
long record of defending Communist causes and urged that it was 
extremely unwise for the Radio Writers Guild to tie itself up in any 
manner with a subversive organization. 

His arguments were met specifically by two persons, as I remember. 
One was Jack Bentkover, now a member of our eastern region council, 
who said that the mere fact that “somebody” had blacklisted an 
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organization was not sufficient for him. He wanted to know what 
was bad about any blacklisted organization and what, in specific, was 
bad about the National Lawyers Guild. 

Mr. Arens. A blacklisted organization means that that organiza- 
tion has been found by official agencies of this Government to be 
Communist-controlled. Is that-right? 

Mr. Mitton, That is right, sir. 

Although he referred to that kind of listing as “blacklisting by 
somebody,” he still wanted to know what was bad about the National 
Lawyers Guild, although he had just been told that it was a subversive 
organization, even if he didn’t know it before. 

The second defender of this proposed action by our blacklist 
committee was Peter Lyon. He assumed an attitude of studied 
ignorance toward the record of the National Lawyers Guild, although 
it has been in the press and on the radio and has long been established 
as having associated itself over the years with Communists, as having 
defended Communists in court and before Houses of Legislature of the 
United States Government, and has associated itself with the Inter- 
national Juridical Association, the international Communist grouping 
of lawyers. 

None of these facts was sufficient to persuade our pro-Communist 
group that it was unwise for the Radio Writers Guild to associate 
itself with the National Lawyers Guild. 

If desired, I have this report on the National Lawyers Guild which 
TI will be glad to furnish for the record. 

Mr. Arens. We have a copy of that. 

I am sure, Mr. Milton, that that is one of the facets of the informa- 
tion which you have which has led you to identify this segment of the 
guild as the pro-Communist segment. 

Mr. Mixton. That is right, sir. It is our conviction that no anti- 
Communist could bring himself to associate with the National Lawyers 
Guild, to use any of its members as counsel in an action involving 
communism, as a member of guild council, Sam Moore, did when he 
appeared before the House when his counsel was Martin Popper. 
The utterances of the National Lawyers Guild speak for themselves. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Milton, may I invite your attention to the 
name, Robert Newman. 

Mr. Mitton. Robert Newman has been long active in the guild. 
He is a present member of the eastern region council. He is one of two 
men, as Miss Knight will be able to testify, who, with Peter Lyon, 
in 1943 and 1944 openly announced intentions of a like-minded group 
to take over the Radio Writers Guild. He is a past vice president 
of the eastern region. 

Mr. Arens. Julian Funt? 

Mr. Miron. Robert Newman, it appears, works or did work for 
Julian Funt in daytime radio. Funt is primarily a writer of daytime 
serials. Funt has associated himself over the years with the group 
we believe to be pro-Communists, but I think Miss Knight can testify 
in greater detail as to actions and utterances he has made. 

Mr. Arens. Have you identified Peter Lyon as yet? 

Mr. Miron. I have, sir. Do you want me to repeat? 

Mr. Arens. No. I don’t believe it would be profitable to repeat. 
I just want to be sure that you have identified him. 

Jack Bentkover? 
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Mr. Mitron. Jack Bentkover is a present member of the eastern 
region council of the Radio Writers Guild. He is also a representative 
from the Radio Writers Guild to the television group, which is a special 
grouping set up by the Authors League of America composed of 
representatives from the four component guilds to begin work on the 
television field. 

Mr. Arens. Now, let’s get to the next man, Hector Chevigny. 

Mr. Mivron. Chevigny has associated himself with the group we 
believe to be pro-Communist over the years. But it is only fair to 
him to say that we are not certain he is a Communist. He is by 
temperament an extremely emotional person because perhaps in the 
last few years he has become blind. He was the author of a seven- 
page letter to the members last fall which was an extraordinary hash 
of misrepresentation and inaccuracies as to past guild history. On 
occasion in private conferences he has expressed himself as opposed 
to communism, but on other occasions in membership meetings he 
had invariably associated himself with the pro-Communist group. 

Mr. Arens. Arnold Perl? 

Mr. Miuton. Arnold Perl is a present member of the eastern region 
council and is presently an employee of the Procktor office, a radio 
and television production office in New York City. He is editor of 
two programs, the Big Story and Treasury Men in Action. He has at 
all times associated himself with the pro-Communist group. He has 
a long and public front record, including a teaching post at the 
Jefferson School, New York City. 

A few years ago, when Robert Heller was a producer at Columbia 
Broadcasting System, Perl wrote most of the scripts of the program 
called Assignment Home. 

Robert Heller has long been suspected of communism in the in- 
dustry, and the Assignment Home scripts have very often hewed to the 
party line. 

Mr. Arens. Philo Higley? 

Mr. Miuron. Philo Higley is a present member of the eastern 
region council. He was in the Navy during World War II. He is 
author of a remark to Welbourn Kelly that if the United States were 
invaded by Russia he was not sure what he would do. 

Mr. Arens. Lou Pelletier? 

Mr. Mitron. Lou Pelletier is coauthor with Jacques Fink of the 
FBI in Peace and War radio program. Pelletier is presently chair- 
man of the finance committee of the eastern region of Radio Writers 
Guild. I don’t believe he is a member of the inner leadership of the 
pro-Communist faction. But he has signed various of their campaign 
documents that are already in evidence. 

Mr. Arens. Jacques Fink? 

Mr. Miron. Jacques Fink is Pelletier’s writing associate. He is 
not a member of the inner core of pro-Communist activity. There 
is no evidence in our hands that he is a Communist or a very active 
sympathizer, but his name appears on their documents already in 
evidence. 

Mr. Arens. Lillian Schoen? 

Mr. Miron. Lillian Schoen is a member of the eastern region 
council and the wife of a staff director at the American Broadcasting 
(o., Martin Andrews. I believe there is some evidence of the fact 
that he is an active pro-Communist in the Radio and Television 
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Directors Guild. She has at all times associated herself with the 
pro-Communist faction in our guild. 

Mr. Arens. Milton Kramer? 

Mr. Miztron. Milton Kramer is possibiy a fringe follower of the 
Communist group. I have no evidence of any kind to indicate that 
he is a Communist, but his name appears on one of their campaign 
documents already in evidence. 

Mr. Arens, I am trying to distinguish between the hard-core leader- 
ship of the group as named in their hold-over council members, and 
their candidates who were elected last fall, and certain other indi- 
viduals who may not hold office but who may be named as we come to 
them, because there is that distinction between the hard core of fol- 
lowers and the possible innocents. That remark refers possibly to 
Kramer within the evidence that we have. 

Mr. Arens. Henry Walsh? 

Mr. Miron. I don’t know anything about him except that his 
name appears on the documents already in evidence. 

Mr. Arens. Norman Ober? 

Mr. Mitton. Norman Ober is a present member of the eastern 
region council. He has associated himself at all times with the pro- 
Communist faction. He has never at any time disassociated himself 
from the pro-Communist faction or denied that he was a Communist 
when he had the opportunity. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to recapitulate here for the purpose of 
clearing the record and clearing my own mind on the basis for your 
conclusion that this particular faction which now has control of the 
guild is the pro-Communist faction. 

May I recite the elements as | interpret them from your testimony, 
and you can correct me if I make any misinterpretation. 

Mr. Miron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I assume from your testimony that your conclusion 
is based upon the fact that this element now in control of the guild 
has been instrumental in the defeat of known anti-Communists; that 
it has been instrumental in the transmission of guild money to 
Communist-front organizations; that it has opposed resolutions con- 
demning the Communists and has been the proponent of resolutions 
favorable to the Communist Party line; that there are in this element 
known Communists, Communist-fronters; that that element has been 
instrumental in the causing of an alliance or an affiliation to be made 
between your guild and other Communist-front groups such as the 
National Lawyers Guild; that it has followed—that is, certain of the 
members of the element have followed—the Communist line in their 
script writing. 

Mr. Miron. That is true of some of them and not true of others, 
depending upon the particular shows they wrote. 

Mr. Arens. That certain of them—that is, this element— have been 
instrumental in instigating what you regard as a wildcat strike, and 
that this element has been instrumental in causing interference to be 
made with the non-Communist affidavit prescription imposed upon 
employees of the networks, and that the element has been instrumental 
in defending Communist-fronters who have been ousted from their 
work. 

Now, is that, in résumé, the basis for your conclusion? 
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Mr. Mitton. In résumé, that is about it, plus these activities that 
are backed up by many, many instances, on which other witnesses can 
testify, in pursuit of Communist causes, the use of Communist tactics. 

Mr. Arens. Well, now, have I given a fair statement of what is 
operating in your mind to cause you to reach this conclusion? 

Mr. Mizron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Have I overstated it? 

Mr. Mitton. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Arens. Have I understated it? 

Mr. Miuron. By no means. 

Mr. Arens. Now, may I just ask you a naive question here for the 
purpose of eliciting your appraisal of the situation which we are 
discussing. You have testified that this guild is responsible for the 
writing of some 90 percent of the words which are heard over the 
national radio networks by 150,000,000 Americans. Is that true? 

Mr. Mitton. To say “ responsible for,’ Mr. Arens, is perhaps not 
wholly accurate. The guild in no sense tries to interfere with the 
particular nature of the work its members do in its proper function 
of a labor union. 

Mr. Arens. But the membership of the guild is responsible? 

Mr. Mixron. The membership is. 

Mr. Arens. The membership of the guild is responsible in the 
aggregate for approximately 90 percent of those words? 

Mr. Mixon. Yes, sir. I didn’t want any thought that the guild 
itself did that to appear. 

Mr. Arens. Now, I would like to ask you this naive question, on 
the basis of your background and experience and study of this ques- 
tion: What difference does it make to the security of this country and 
to the trend of the policy of this country and to the thinking of this 
country that the guild of radio writers is presently controlled by a 
pro- -Communist element? What difference does it make to this coun- 
try? I would just like to have your reaction to that. You have made 
a study of this, and you are intimately familiar with the situation. 

Mr. Miron. I want to phrase that as accurately as I can and as 
fairly as I can. 

The more Communist individuals or the Communist element are 
in control of any element of the broadcasting industry, to that degree 
they lend that industry to the dissemination of Communist ideas. 
And I consider Communist ideas much more dangerous in the long 
term than individual Communists. 

This means that the broadcasting industry, through programs, 
through the publicly expressed attitudes of its personalities, can aid 
in the dissemination of Communist ideas by means of radio and televi- 
sion among people who are not alerted to the danger by anything in 
the programs themselves. Communist ideas and attitudes may be 
expressed in the most ordinary dramatic programs by holding up to 
ridicule the various American ideals of free enterprise, of democracy, 
of capitalism as we understand it, of American institutions in the shape 
of our legislative arms; of holding up, for instance, the FBI to ridicule, 
which has been a consistent party activity for some time. It is 
possible for a writer to hold up to scorn an American ideal without in 
any sense seemingly carrying out a propaganda activity. This can 
have its effect as it did, for instance, during the clamor for a second 
front during World War Il. It can have the effect of arousing public 
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opinion on a question under an emotional stimulus which has a 
Communist origin and which is not clear to anybody except close 
observers of the situation. . 

The concealed weapon that radio is for the dissemination of all 
kinds of ideas—and I call it a “concealed weapon”’ because the majority 
of radio is dramatics, and that is not obviously propaganda at any 
time—can help to influence public opinion in ways helpful to com- 
munism. At times it may be extremely critical for the security of 
our country. 

Radio, next to moving pictures, is perhaps the most effective means 
of communication and influence of public opinion that there is. It is 
a ready line into every American house, institution, building, and 
factory. An organization in this field can aid the dissemination of 
ideas by boosting sympathetic members into positions of importance, 
by solidifying such people in their jobs, by supporting them from the 
outside, and by using the ordinary devices of labor protection to 
continue them in such jobs. That can help make it easier for sub- 
versive lines to be spread. 

Mr. Arens. May I interpose this question right there: Are you 
suggesting—and I take it that you are—that certain elements in the 
guild, what you have identified as the pro-Communist faction, are 
solidified for one objective, among others, of protecting persons who 
do follow the Communist line in their writings? 

Mr. Miron. That is right, or protecting persons who may, if they 
don’t follow them in their writing, contribute to the party out of their 
salaries and may lend their names to other Communist fronts and 
aid the Communist cause in a dozen ways. 

Another way in which Communist control of the guild can help 
communism is to protect known Communists or persons accurately 
accused of communism when they are exposed. For instance, when— 
and in this I must go outside of the guild to refer to William M. Sweets 
of the Radio and Television Directors Guild—William M. Sweets was 
discharged from two directorial positions. Though the employers 
did not give this reason, it was widely assumed in the industry that 
he was discharged because of a known record of Communist associa- 
tion, such as marching in May Day parades, supporting Communist 
candidates for the city government of New York, and so on. There- 
upon, certain Communist-front organizations, such as the Voice of 
Freedom Committee and others, immediately took up the cause of 
Sweets to describe him as a victim of blacklist and so on, with the 
obvious hope of intimidating other employers who might want to get 
rid of people on their payrolls at the moment who might * Communists. 

A similar clamor was made in the case of Jean Muir, and our guild 
is prepared to make a like clamor over any similar instance involving 
a writer. 

Communist-minded writers, in association with collaborators among 
directors, producers, and executives, can work together in the same 
manner, helping each other through the process known as “boosting.”’ 
One Communist whose feet may be planted in an office will then bring 
in others. A writer will recommend like-minded actors. A director 
will try to employ only sympathetic writers and actors and so on, 
one hand washing another. 

But the ultimate danger is not so much that a few Communist 
individuals are continued in employment but that the process spreads 
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the Communist line. I think you could shoot all of the Communists 
in the country tomorrow, but if the Communist line survived them, 
that would be the ultimate danger. Hence, the final importance 
of the spread of ideas in subtle form through otherwise unrecognizable 
propaganda material. 

Mr. Arens. Now, let me ask you the $64 question: What can be 
done about it? 

Mr. Miron. The first job for us, as members of the guild, is to 
fight them at every conceivable opportunity when they allow com- 
munism to interfere with the proper activities of a union, to expose the 
individuals and the line whenever we can. 

I am afraid I am on personal ground now, sir. If you want me to 
qualify it as a personal view, I shall. 

Mr. Arens. Well, I was asking you for your opinion because of 
vour background and experience and intimate association with the 
problem and what you thought could be done to clean house. 

Mr. Mitton. The first weapon within the reach of the average 
citizen is exposure. As to legal weapons, I hope that eventually it 
will be decided, within the framework of American history and 
ideals, that to be a Communist or to subscribe to doctrines of that 
nature is treasonable, which I personally believe it to be without 
qualification, especially in its character of secret, deceptive conspiracy. 
I don’t believe that any Communist adopts any cause whatsoever 
except for the purpose of furthering communism, and the foreign 
policy of a foreign power. 

It would make it very easy for us—and by “us” I mean anybody 
anywhere who is an anti-Communist—if courts or the FBI or the 
legislative bodies got to the root of the thing and were able, in a 
proper manner, to “define communism and similar doctrines, such as 
fascism, or any forms of the same thing that may occur in the future, 
as treasonable or criminal by definition. 

May I say that one of the great difficulties in fighting communism 
and Communists is that there are these innocents we have referred 
to before who somehow can’t believe that it is treasonable or criminal 
to give aid and comfort to the aggressive designs of a hostile foreign 
power. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting the efforts 
of the group that you have identified as to the pro-Communist element 
in the guild to involve the guild with the Council of the Arts, Sciencies, 
and Professions? 

Mr. Mitton. There are other witnesses, who can testify as to that 
in detail, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I have a few more names that I would like to ask you 
about, please. May I ask you about Stanley Silverman. 

Mr. Miron. Stanley Silverman has associated himself with the 
pro-Communist faction. He was, I think, my opposite number in 
last fall’s election campaign in the Radio Writers Guild, to wit, the 
campaign manager. Many meetings of their group took place at 
his home on East Eighty-first Street. 

Mr. Arens. Will Glickman? 

Mr. Mitton. I have to refresh my recollection on whether Will 
Glickman is an elected member. All I can say about him is that he 
signed various of the pro-Communist faction’s campaign documents 
which are already in evidence. 
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Mr. Arens. Carl Jampell? 

Mr. Miron. I don’t know enough about Carl Jampell to testify. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any other individuals whom you would 
like to identify? 

Mr. Mitton. Joseph Liss has a past record outside of the Radio 
Writers Guild of Communist sympathy. His name appears on 
various campaign documents of the guild’s pro-Communist faction 
already in evidence. I don’t believe him to be a member of the 
hard-core leadership, but only a follower. 

Leon Meadow has long been active in the leadership of the Radio 
Writers Guild as a member of the pro-Communist group. It was in 
his home that the meeting took place, which I have referred to already, 
of the ‘Progressive’? members who sought to bring about the wildcat 
strike in 1947. His name appears on their documents already in 
evidence. He has at all times associated himself with the pro-Com- 
munist faction in action and utterances within the Radio Writers 
Guild. 

Do you want me to name each one or to just pick out those that 
I have something to say about? 

Mr. Arens. Just bring out those that you have some information on. 

Mr. Mitron. Robert Cenedella has been active in Radio Writers 
Guild as a council member, as a member of committees, and is pres- 
ently chairman of the Radio Writers Guild Eastern Region Committee 
on Blacklist and Censorship. He is the person chiefly responsible for 
the Radio Writers Guild campaign of opposition to the Columbia 
Broadcasting System’s loyalty questionnaire which I have already 
testified to in detail. His name appears on all of their campaign 
documents. He is also presently a member of the Eastern Region 
Council and has at all times associated himself with the pro-Com- 
munist faction. He was a very vigorous opponent of Kelly’s pro- 
United States Korean resolution last summer. 

Tex Wiener has been active in the guild for some time on com- 
mittees. He is not a leader of the hard core but a loyal follower both 
in their public documents and in utterances in membership meetings. 
Tex Wiener is also chairman of the membership committee now. 

Now, most of the rest of these people are simply names to me. 
Other witnesses may know more about them. 

I want to read a correction into the record if I may. It seems that 
when I once intended to say ‘‘screen writers’ I said “‘screen actors.” 
So wherever I have referred to the ‘“‘Screen Writers Guild,’ I mean the 
screen writers and nobody else. 

Yes; we have covered them all, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Milton, we are indeed grateful to you for your 
cooperation with this subcommittee. 

Then if it is agreeable with everyone, we will recess. 

(Whereupon, at 5 p. m., the hearing recessed, to reconvene subject 
to the call of the Chair.) 
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SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION OF RADIO, TELEVISION, 
AND THE ENTERTAINMENT INDUSTRY 


SATURDAY, APRIL 28, 1951 


SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION, OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Security Laws, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to recess, in room 
424, Senate Office Building, Hon. Arthur V. Watkins presiding. 

Present: Senator Watkins. ; 

Also present: Richard Arens, staff director; Frank W. Schroeder, 
professional staff member; Edward Duffy, investigator; Donald 
D. Connors, Jr., investigator; and Mitchel Carter, investigator. 

(The witness, Ruth Adams Knight, was previously sworn by 
Senator Watkins, as follows:) 

Senator Warxkins. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give 
in this matter now pending before the committee will be the truth, the whole 


truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Miss Knieur. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF RUTH ADAMS KNIGHT 


Mr. Arens. Would you kindly identify yourself by name, back- 
ground, and professional experience? 

Miss Knigur. My name is Ruth Adams Knight. I was born in 
Defiance, Ohio, and I was educated in the Midwest. I majored in 
journalism and began working actively on a newspaper while I was 
still in school. 

In those days there was a great deal of political discussion, and 
I had a very favored position on the paper, so I was exposed to a 
great deal of debate in regard to liberal thought, from the time I was 
very young, and it was an interesting experience being able to analyze 
the various policies that were being considered in the Government at 
that time. I was dramatic editor and literary editor. 

I came to New York, and I was for a time managing editor of a 
radio script syndicate, National Radio Script Syndicate, and became 
much interested in the radio field. Since about 1936, I would say 
I have written constantly for network radio programs as a free-lance 
writer, doing commercial programs and documentaries for networks. 

Mr. Arens. Miss Knight, you are appearing today in response to 
a subpena served upon you? 

Miss Knieur. That is true. 

Mr. Arens. And you were previously sworn yesterday by Senator 
Watkins? 
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Miss Knicur. That is true. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly identify yourself from the 
standpoint of your present professional activities? 

Miss Knieut. I am still a free-lance writer. I write both radio 
and fiction, and I have written numerous stories for leading publica- 
tions, and I have written 12 books. And, as I say, I have written 
constantly for radio. 

The last year has been somewhat inactive, because of an automobile 
accident, but I am still actively engaged as a writer. 

Mr. Arens. Now, yesterday, as we opened this series of hearings, 
we outlined a pattern for interrogation in this general area which is 
the subject of the hearings. One subdivision in this pattern for 
interrogation dealt with the area of writers, and the Author’s League 
of America. 

Would you kindly identify that organization for the purpose of the 
record, before we get into detailed factual matter with reference to it, 
and identify the subordinate or affiliated groups to the Authors’ 
League of America? 

Miss Knicur. Well, the Authors’ League of America certainly 
represents the authority, the prestige of the writing profession, the 
working writing profession in America. It is composed of the various 
guilds, as I think has been outlined before: the Authors’ Guild, which 
takes in the writers of such as magazines and book writers, and that 
sort of thing; and the Radio Writers’ Guild, which includes the radio 
writers; and the Dramatists’ Guild, which is a small and compact and 
very active group of active dramatists; and then there is an affiliation 
with the Screen Writers’ Guild, although they are not a member guild 
as the others are. 

Mr. Arens. How about the new Television Writers? 

Miss Knicur. There is a jurisdictional dispute on at this time. 
They have a committee including representatives from both the 
Screen Writers’ Guild and the Radio Writers’ Guild, and there is a 
dissident group in the Radio Writers’ Guild representation, also, there, 
because there is a strong feeling among certain representatives of that 
group, an openly expressed feeling, that the Radio Writers’ Guild 
members on that committee are endeavoring to secure television 
authority for the purposes of left-wing manipulation. So that there 
are really three groups operating on that committee, and the authority 
is not yet decided, although they are working with the networks 
toward a contract. 

Mr. Arens. Now, in which of these guilds that you just described 
have you held membership or participated actively in the affairs of 
the guild? 

Miss Knieur. You understand, I am sure, that in joining any of 
these guilds, you join the Authors’ League, and you are then arbi- 
trarily assigned to the guild in which your workpattern falls. 

Mr. Arens. You are a member of the Authors’ League? 

Miss Knicur. I am a member of the Authors’ League and assigned 
to the Radio Writers’ Guild and to the Authors’ Guild, and I have 
been a member of the Authors’ Guild for years, and I was a founder 
of the Radio Writers’ Guild at the request of the Authors’ League. 

Mr. Arens. Now, will you just proceed at your own pace and in 
your own way to present to the committee such factual information 
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as is pertinent to this inquiry with reference to, let us say, first, the 
Radio Writers’ Guild? 

Miss Knieur. I hope you will bear with me and understand if this 
seems to be somewhat of a personal record, because I am personally 
and emotionally involved in the welfare of the Radio Writers’ Guild, 
and I am very unhappy at being here today, because we are in a situa- 
tion now in the Radio Writers’ Guild where a National Labor Rela- 
tions Board election is being held. If the Radio Writers’ Guild is 
certified, it becomes the bargaining agent, and then a mutual basic 
agreement covering all free-lance radio writers goes into effect. And 
it is the securing of that agreement toward which I have worked ever 
since the Radio Writers’ Guild was a dream of certain members of the 
Authors’ Guild who were beginning to write for radio, and that goes 
back a long time, and it goes back to 1935. 

I have put a great deal of effort into it, and I have during that time 
endeavored to work with people of political persuasion of which I 
did not approve, and disregarding that, in an effort to secure this 
agreement. 

Those of us who feel as I do are now in that position of either having 
to sacrifice the MBA, for which we have worked so long, or remaining 
as members 

Mr. Arens. What is the MBA? 

Miss Knicut. The minimum basic agreement, which is a mutual 
agreement with the agencies, you see. It embodies a very fair con- 
tract for every free-lance writer. 

We must either abandon that, or we must remain as members of a 
guild which we are strongly convinced is Communist-dominated. It 
is not a happy position for one who feels deeply about it. 

Mr. Arens. I wonder if you would mind, Miss Knight, giving us 
the history and background and development of the Radio Writers’ 
Guild, and presenting to the subcommittee the factual material which 
you have which leads you to the conclusion that the Radio Writers’ 
guild is Communist dominated and controlled. 

Miss Kniaur. | will have to do that in this way: I will give you the 
history of the founding of the guild, the unmistakable evidence of the 
guild being taken over and manipulated by a determined group of men, 
all of them of similar political persuasion, and then by a process of 
evidence of the political activities of the group which took over the 
guild, 

There is evidence of Communist operation and domination in the 
guild, but the conclusive thing is the nature of the men who have 
taken it over and are running it, and the manner in which they took 
it over. 

Mr. Arens. Let us start, if you please, just with the formative 
stages of the guild, and when it was formed, and who participated in 
the forming of it, and how it was formed. 

Miss Kniaur. In about 1935 Kenneth Webb, an executive, radio 
executive, and playwright, and himself a writer and official of Batten, 
Barton, Durstine & Osborn, an advertising agency, and Kathryn 
Seymour, who had been one of the pioneer radio writers, writing for 
radio since the very earliest scripts, and a few others, all of us members 
of the Authors’ League, and all of us writers to some extent in other 
fields, decided the time had come to try and do something about the 
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abuses which then were occurring in the radio-writing field among the 
advertising agencies, and even among the networks. 

For a long while it was simply a group of unhappy people getting 
together and discussing their grievances and turning to the Authors’ 
League, because we were members of the Authors’ Guild, for some 
solution. 

It was finally suggested to us that, if we would form a new guild, 
Radio Writers’ Guild, the Authors’ League would help us and would 
back us as far as possible, in a limited way financially, until we could 
get a guild which would be self-supporting. 

The guild was formed in 1937, as I remember it. There were very 
few members. There were so few members that it took almost the 
— membership to fill up the council, and it was that sort of a 
thing. 

We were pretty futile in the radio-writing field. The networks 
paid very little attention to us. And the situation then, pretty much 
as now in the free-lance field, was that the writers who were important 
and valuable were able to get a great deal of what they wanted from 
the sponsors and employers, and those who were not were pushed 
around and subjected to certain injustices, and there was no basic 
minimum agreement of any sort. Writers were forced, in order to 
submit an ies. to practically sign away all rights. 

We had constant meetings, and we began working on a constitution, 
and we tried to formulate a plan. And we were not labor-minded. 
Writers are very seldom labor-minded, and they are individualists, 
and it is very hard to get them to band together at all in anything for 
their mutual welfare. But those of us who formed the guild soon 
came to see that it was only by enlisting everyone who was concerned 
that we were going to be able to accomplish anything. We had no 
money, and the Authors’ League gave us a place to meet, and they 
gave us some part-time secretarial service very generously, and legal 
service, and they were very kind and helpful. 

We had a letter from a group on the west coast, a group of writers 
on the west coast, during the formative period, asking us to send an 
organizer out there—that they, too, wanted to organize. That was 
very funny because the organization, as such, didn’t have carfare to 
the Bronx, let alone any money to spend to go out there to organize. 
And we wrote them and suggested that they go ahead and organize 
under their own power and that eventually we might be able to 
coordinate our activities. We learned afterward that they considered 
this a rebuff, and they were offended by it. 

In 1939, while we were still struggling, we learned that AFRA, 
which is the Association of Radio Artists, the actors’ association, was 
taking or was proposing to take certain writer members on the coast, 
and immediately a jurisdictional question arose between AFRA and the 
Authors’ League, because the Authors’ League claimed rightfully the 
jurisdiction over writers, and AFRA had no right to take them in 
its membership. 

The thing had begun with that curious thing, the writer-producer 
and sometimes actor, people whose duties were divided and who had to 
belong to AFRA because of occasional acting that they did, and they 
took their writing problems to AFRA. 

It became apparent that AFRA intended to go ahead with this 
unless they were rather forcefully stopped. And Henry Fisk Carlton, 
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who had been closely identified with the guild from the opening days, 
one of the earliest and soundest of radio writers, and I vere selected 
to represent the Authors’ League and the Radio Writers’ Guild and 
go to the coast and try to persuade the radio writers there that what 
they should do was decide for themselves to join the Radio Writers’ 
Guild rather than AFRA. 

We had meetings in New York with Emily Holt, with Mr. Heller, 
and Mr. Jaffee, of AFRA, but the question was unresolved; and Henry 
Fisk Carlton and I went to Hollywood; and we were met by John 
Howard Lawson, who had been an active member of the league in, I 
believe, both the Dramatists’ and the Screen Writers’ Guild, and 
at that time he was a screen writer, and he was very active in the 
Screen fWriters’ Guild on the coast, and he was very helpful and 
very kind, and he set up meetings for us, and he took us to dinner 
and discussed the problems of the organization out there. And 
he was presumably representing to us the power and authority of the 
league, you see, the over-all picture, although he, himself, was not a 
radio writer. 

We met that first evening with a committee of writers sent by the 
group who were strongly pro-AFRA, and in that group was a man by 
the name of Forrest Barnes, and Hector Chevigny. ‘There were one 
or two others, who have become inactive, and I have never seen their 
names since, but they made up the committee. 

And Forrest Barnes and Hector Chevigny were the spokesmen and 
the storm center. ‘They were violently opposed to the league and 
violently opposed to everything that we stood for, and they ‘Made it 
clear at once that they felt that the problems of the radio writer were 
those of wages and hours, and they wanted a tight union in which you 
went to an employer and said, “This writer will work from this hour to 
this hour for so much.”’ And they did not believe that the Authors’ 
League could give them that, and they thought that we were kaffe- 
klatschers and a bunch of dreamers; and we had to present to them an 
entirely new concept and an entirely new idea, which was that the 
thing that was of real value to a writer was the rights in his material, 
and that to sell out your material on a wages or wage-scale bases was, 
from an economic point of view, ridic ulous, and that the radio writers 
must learn to appreciate the value of their material and that they had 
a right in it, a just and fair right. 

It took some time to make that point; but, when they got it, 
it altered their entire approach to the question. We spent 2 days in 
debate with them, and we had evening meetings with AFRA, Mr. 
Jaffee and Mr. Heller—and Mr. Holt was there—and they finally 
conceded that, if the writers wanted to come to us, they couldn’t 
hold them, and that they would make a jurisdictional fight only if the 
writers demanded that AFRA ace ept them. 

After this long discussion—and | am telling this because it ties in 
with what we came to know of Mr. Chevigny later, not because it is 
important in itself but it is indicative. After a great deal of disc ‘ussion, 
Mr. Chevigny said, ‘‘You have convinced me completely. I think 
that your point of view is absolutely right. I give you my hand in 
the meeting tonight, and I will support to the fullest the joining of the 
Authors’ League. i 

On that happy note we parted for a couple of hours, and we went 
back to the meeting, and the meeting was a most turbulent one. 
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At this time there was no thought of communism, as such, as an 
active issue in the guild. When we said the group on the coast were 
Communist, what we really meant was that as opposed to the very 
dignified group in the East, they were noisy and unruly, and their 
meeting was conducted in the manner that a Communist meeting is 
popularly supposed to be conducted, I believe. But at that time 
there was no political expression of any opinion whatsoever, and it 
didn’t enter our minds. 

At the meeting that night the proposal was debated very ardently, 
and Mr. Chevigny rose and in @ most impassioned speech begged the 
group to repudiate the Authors’ League and join AFRA. It was a 
shocking performance. No explanation had been given, and no 
warning had been given, and naturally from then on it caused us to 
view Mr. Chevigny with considerable suspicion. 

After a very difficult meeting, the vote was finally to join the 
Authors’ League—not overwhelmingly, however. That was the begin- 
ning of the west coast Radio Writers’ Guild chapter. That was in 
February, the 22d of February of 1939. 

The people with whom I came in contact at that time in the forma- 
tion of this were people who had been identified with the AFRA group, 
with Hector Chevigny, Forrest Barnes—Sam Moore was in the 
background, and he was not nearly as active at that time as he later 
became—and George A. Backus, who had been a radio writer previ- 
ously in New York and who was a very active member of AFRA and 
violently opposed to joining the Authors’ League or the Radio Writers’ 
Guild, took a part in this discussion, opposing the joining. 

I mention these names because they will come up recurringly over 
the years, and those are the people who presented certain difficulties 
to us there. 

We came back to New York, not at all convinced that we had done 
a good thing for the guild but feeling that only in unity of all radio 
writers could we accomplish anything with the sponsors and with the 
networks and gain any improvement in the field, and that was the 
purpose of the guild. There was no difference in the people who 
belonged. We had one common purpose, which was correcting the 
conditions for the staff writers. 

The guild breaks down into two groups: the staff writers, who are 
employees, and the free-lance writers, who work on contract or 
program by program; and their problems are entirely different; and 
that, too, was a complication, or another complication in an already 
very complicated situation. 

What to do after that became a matter of great debate, constant 
letters back and forth, all of them unfriendly, and we never achieved 
much of anything in the way of peace with the west coast. Forrest 
Barnes, as I remember it, became the first president. 

Mr. Arens. I should like now, if we have in the course of your 
discussion arrived at the point where the Radio Writers’ Guild is 
organized, if you would kindly at this time specify who were the leaders 
of the guild at this stage. 

Miss Knicut. Kenneth Webb was the first president of the guild. 
I think Henry Fisk Carlton was the second. And Knowles Entrakin 
was an eastern region president. And let me make clear the set-up. 

In the beginning there was nothing but the eastern region, so that 
Mr. Webb was president when there was only an eastern region. And 
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I think Mr. Carlton was president when there was only an eastern 
region. And then, following this period of 1939 when we took in the 
west coast, we also organized a Chicago division, and then we had a 
national president and three vice presidents. 

Mr. Arens. You had a vice president, apparently, for the eastern, 
for the midwestern, and for the far western divisions; is that correct? 

Miss Knieut. That is correct. 

Those names which I have given you, Kenneth Webb, Knowles 
Entrikin, and Henry Fisk Carlton, and Kathryn Seymour, and 
Stewart Hawkins, and I, myself, were the people who were very 
actively engaged; shortly after that, Erik Barnouw came into the 
eastern picture, and he was a most valuable person, and he had been in 
since the early days. 

Mr. Arens. May I just inject this question: Now, we have the 
guild organized in 1939, and you have identified the leaders of the 
Guild in that organizational stage. Do you have information now 
that any of these persons who were the first officers, the first leaders, 
of the guild were Communists or Communist fronters, or does that 
come into the picture a little later? 

Miss Knicut. The people I have named in the eastern region were, 
I suppose, as far removed from any Communist thinking as could be. 
As I say, the thing did not come up as an issue in the guild. Hindsight 
is most illuminating, and looking back and discovering the names of 
George A. Backus, and Hector Chevigny, and John Howard Lawson 
on the west coast operation, it is easy to realize now a thing of which 
we were completely unconscious then, was that it was the beginning 
of an organization, the beginning of a taking over by this group who 
have remained associated and remained extremely active in left-wing 
circles, and that those people on the west coast at that time were 
closely identified with these first steps of the organization of the 
Radio Writers’ Guild. 

Mr. Argens. Now, just proceed at your own pace to develop 
the theme of your presentation here. 

Miss Knieut. The next years were not very productive. They 
were turbulent, and the educational process on the coast was a long one, 
the educational process of which I spoke, of convincing a large group 
of union-minded people that to get a contract that said they would 
be paid so much for so many minutes of work was no gain at all, and 
that in the end the guild would lose a great deal. They didn’t want 
to accept that, and they denounced us violently for saying that the 
thing that must be done must be a contract that protected the writers’ 
rights. They wanted something on paper, and we were in sympathy 
with their rebellion against the lack of activity, and the whole thing 
moved so slowly and so ponderously. 

They finally demanded that we reduce something to words and 
sentences, and between the west coast and the east coast a thing 
called a code of fair practice was finally produced. It was binding 
on no one, but the agencies looked at it and said, yes, that would be 
a nice thing if everyone did that, and they were printed and hung on 
agency walls; and they had no teeth—if the rules were not observed, 
nothing happened to anyone. 

In the East, we felt that that was a waste of time, but Forrest 
Barnes on the coast insisted that it must be done, and it was a bone 
of great contention. 
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I mention this because it is a perfect illustration of the way in which 
they have confused and obstructed. As a detail it is itself unimportant, 
but they insisted that we have this. 

We spent 2 or 3 years, really, getting it in shape. Mr. Barnouw 
did a terrific amount of work on it, and we all did it under protest. 
And then after it was accomplished, the west coast raised a great furor 
because a great deal of time had been wasted in preparing this code, 
and accused us of obstructing progress by having this code. 

That has been brought up again in the recent election of Hector 
Chevigny; in a letter, in which he attempted to give his version of the 
history of the founding of the guild, he spoke of the code of fair practice 
as an instance of the eastern region leadership wasting time. And yet, 
in the files of the guild, in order to verify my own recollection I went 
to the files, and there is a letter from Kathryn Seymour at this, time, 
at the time she was president, to the then president of the west coast 
region, speaking of the resentment in the East about this code of fair 
practice which was forced upon us by their west coast vice president, 
Forrest Barnes. 

T could take up all of the time we have here, citing instances of that 
confusion, of their doing one thing and then putting the blame for it, 
if it did not turn out well, on another. And it has been a constant, 
over the years, a constant process of obstruction and confusion and 
accusation, unjust accusation. 

During those years, as I say, not a great deal of progress was made, 
and it was disappointing to all of us. 

I want to speak here of only the things of which I have first-hand 
knowledge. Iwas out of New York, and my husband was stationed in 
Texas, and I was out of New York for almost a year, and at the time 
I left, the complexion of the east coast chapter was unchanged, and it 
was still a very dignified group of writers, most of them people who 
had been writers in other fields as well, of attempting to solve writers’ 
problems in writers’ fashion, and maybe not a good fashion, but at 
least in their fashion. 

When I came back, which wes in 1943, Kathryn Seymour, one of 
the founders of the guild, and a one-time, I believe, national president, 
and I think she was president before the other divisions were formed, 
which would have made her a national president, an extremely active 
and extremely able woman, called me on the telephone and said, 
“You are back just in time. We are faced with a desperate situation.” 
And she was not an emotional woman, and the emotion with which 
she viewed the situation was quite alarming. She said, “I want you 
to come down, and I want to tell you what is happening.” She said, 
“Have you been to any of the meetings?” 

And I said, ‘“‘No.” 

And there was a meeting that night, and she said, “Go to the 
meeting, and let us talk afterward.”’ 

I went to the meeting, and it was not a meeting at which I would 
have recognized—I knew very few of the people there—it might very 
easily have been a meeting of the Steamfitters Union, and it had no 
relation to writers or writers’ rights or anything of that sort, and it was 
entirely a labor meeting and a meeting in which a great deal of violence 
was expressed. There was a great deal of turbulence. 

4 i Watkins. Was this under the direction of the Writers’ 
xuild? 
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Miss Knieut. This was the Radio Writers’ Guild eastern meeting. 

Senator Watkins. The president was presiding, the president of 
the guild? 

Miss Knient. It was—at that time John Vandercook had become 
president, in my absence—and it was a meeting of which Mr. Vander- 
cook was completely at a loss, a situation which I do not think occurs 
very often to Mr. Vandercook. 

But while I do not think I am exaggerating when I say the mob 
spirit of the meeting was very evident, and the Author’s League, as I 
say, had always been a dignified body of writers, and to suddenly 
have 

Mr. Arens. Was he, the president of the guild, as the Senator asked 
you, was he presiding? 

Senator Watkins. Was it an official meeting of the guild? 

Miss Knieut. Yes. 

Senator Warxins. Who was present, and did it mean they had a lot 
of people not writers there? 

Miss Kniautr. We afterward discovered they were not writers, but 
afterward we discovered that many people who were not in any sense 
legitimate writers even radio writers and people who had perhaps 
written one or two scripts, had been brought in and that this was the 
first step in the invasion of the left wing into the Radio Writers’ 
Guild. 

Mr. Arens. How did they get in? Could anyone who just wrote 
and had some kind of a contract, ipso facto become a member of the 
Radio Writers’ Guild? Or did he have to have his application for 
membership approved by some governing body of the guild? 

Miss Kniaur. It has to be approved, but it was pretty loose, and I 
believe it was three scripts, or something of that sort, three legitimate 
scripts. 

Mr. Arens. I mean, if you could clarify, at least in my mind, how 
did these people whom you have described as the mob, actually obtain 
membership or an official alliance or connection with the Radio 
Writers’ Guild? 

Miss Knieut. By the process which I have described before. The 
joined the Authors’ League, and they joined the Authors’ League wit 
their credentials of membership being the fact that they had written 
three scripts, and therefore they were qualified radio writers. The 
Authors’ League permits each guild to determine on the qualifications 
for its own membership, and in those days we were very anxious for 
membership, and we were very anxious to have everyone who was in 
any way connected with it, as a member. 

Mr. Arens. I am not quite clear. I am not certain that I make my 
point to you. As I understand it, in the development of the Radio 
Writers’ Guild, you and certain associates of yours in whom you had 
confidence, and who were concerned with a proper functioning of the 
guild, organized the Radio Writers’ Guild; and thereafter you went to 
& meeting, and you saw a mob of people who did not seem to conform 
to the pattern that you had in mind of the type of person that ought 
to be in the Guild there. Now, I would like to know how they got 
there, and did someone in the group that initially started the guild 
in this group allied with yours, sponsor them and admit them and pass 
upon their applications? 
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Miss Kniaut. No, they were brought in, as we afterward discovered, 
as I say again—and all of this is hindsight—they were brought in by 
Pete Lyon, and they were most of them followers of Peter Lyon, and 
they were brought in, I think, rather obviously in order to permit the 
thing which eventually was made possible, which was his election. 

Mr. Arens. Perhaps we had better back up here for a moment. 
Who at that time were the controlling powers of the guild, the officers 
and the members of the board of directors? 

Miss Knicut. The council at that time, as I remember it, I was 
still a council member—the council had alternates, and I think that 
I retained my membership on the council while I was away, and as I 
say, I had been away and I had been in Texas during this period. 
And at the time that I left, there had been no indication of anything 
of this sort at all, and we were on a membership campaign, and our 
goal was to bring into the guild everyone who was identified in any way 
with radio writing, and to have a strong, united guild. 

Mr. Arens. Who were the persons at that time, just before you left 
for the year’s sojourn in Texas? 

Miss Kniaur. Who were on the council? 

Mr. Arens. Who were the dominant, driving forces of the Radio 
Writers’ Guild? 

Miss Knicur. The same people in general who had founded it and 
who had been working for it. 

Mr. Arens. And you have previously identified those people. 

Miss Knieur. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Pete Lyon was one of those persons? 

Miss Knicut. Oh, no. 

Mr. ArEens. How did he get into the picture? 

Miss Knieut. I had never heard of Mr. Lyon until I came back in 
1943; I had never heard his name. 

Mr. Arens. What was his position with the Radio Writers’ Guild 
when you did come back from Texas, and I assume that was in 1943? 

Miss Knient. Yes; as I say, I had never heard of him, and I went 
to this meeting, and Mr. Vandercook had been elected in my absence, 
and he was presiding at that meeting, and apparently a very unhappy 
and startled man. The meeting, which was held, I believe, in one of 
the studios at Columbia Broadcasting Co., was a turbulent one, and 
my reaction was exactly as though I had come to this meeting and 
found people marching up and down and shouting and pounding on the 
table and demanding things which seemed completely irrelevant. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Miss Knight, you have said, as I understand it, 
that it was your information that this unruly group had been brought 
into the guild during the period when you were in Texas by Mr. 
Pete Lyon? 

Miss Knicur. In support of Mr. Lyon; yes. 

Mr. Arens. What position did Mr. Lyon occupy which enabled 
him to bring the group in? 

ge Knicut. At that time, he did not occupy any position in the 

uild. 
r May I go on just a little farther, because, as I say, so much of this 
is hindsight and so much of this is what was revealed to us later. 

Mr. Arens. I would like to know how Pete Lyon did it, and what 
was the official capacity in which he brought this unruly group in. 
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Miss Knicur. Let me tel) you. I went to talk to Miss Seymour, 
who, as I say, was probably as instrumental as anyone in the found- 
ing of the guild and in its progress in the first years. She said, “I 
don’t know how to tell you this, and it is an appalling thing, ‘but 
Pete Lyon and Bob Newman, who are Communists, have come into 
the guild and they are going to take it over. 

Mr. Arens. Pete Ly on and Bob Newman? 

Miss Kniaur. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. When did that conversation take place? 

Miss Knigur. That was in 1943. 

Mr. Arens. That was after you returned from your sojourn in 
Texas? 

Miss Kniaur. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. And prior to that time, prior to the time that you had 
started your sojourn in Texas, a year’s sojourn, you were satisfied 
that there was not the Communist element in the guild? 

Miss Knicur. It never crossed my mind. The whole guild prob- 
lem previous to this meeting and my conversation with Miss Se ymour, 
the whole problem had been one of consolidating all radio writers in 
a strong front against the networks and the agencies, and getting a 
contract for protection. 

Mr. Arens. The issue of communism had not, at least at that time, 
within the guild presented itself to your mind? 

Miss Knieut. Not to my mind. 

Mr. Arens. I am just trying to keep my mind straight, and the 
record clear, on when the first indications, to your mind at least, of 
Communist infiltration and domination of the Writers’ Guild com- 
menced. I understand now—and if I am wrong, please correct me 
that when you returned from Texas, you went to this meeting, and 
you saw persons participating in the guild activities who made a 
very unfavorable impression upon your mind. from the standpoint of 
being unruly? 

Miss Knicur. That is true. 

Mr. Argens. And you subsequently, then, found out that these per- 
sons were brought into the league by Pete Lyon and Bob Newman? 

Miss Knicur. That is true. 

Mr. Arens. Who were identified to you as Communists, is that 
correct? 

Miss Knieur. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. I see. And now, if I could just pause right there— 
and I don’t want to be tiresome here or try your patience, and I want 
to see if I can pin this point down. Did your informant tell you how 
Pete Lyon or Bob Newman got this unruly group into the Radio 
Writers’ Guild in 1943? 

Miss Knieut. Yes, she did. She told me that she lived on Perry 
Street, and Peter Lyon lived in the Village, and she said that Peter 
Lyon and Bob Newman spent a great deal of time at Communist 
headquarters, and in those days rather openly professing Communist 
beliefs, and it wasn’t as unusual as it is now, and they used to come to 
her house and talk, and she was a very social person, and she had 
been a writer for years, and she had many radio writing friends, and 
all ao used to go there quite frequently to discuss writers’ problems 
with her. 
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Her story to me was that they came there frequently, and they told 
~~ eT and rather jeeringly that they intended to take over the 
guild. 

Mr. Arens. That was Peter Lyon and Bob Newman? 

Miss Kniaut. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Both of whom your informant identified as persons 
who were Communists and who were active participants in Communist 
affairs. Peter Lyon and Bob Newman asserted that they were going 
to take over the Radio Writers’ Guild in 1943? 

Miss Knicur. That is right, that was it. And in her conversa- 
tions with me, she made it clear that there was no doubt in her mind 
but what they were Communists, and she expressed the belief that 
they were members of the party, and this belief was expressed because 
of her close association with them, and she had been friendly up until 
that time, as writers, and she was quite panicky about it. 

Mr. Arens. I would like to keep right on this point again, at the 
expense of being a little tedious: Did she express to you whether or 
not Pete Lyon or Bob Newman were themselves members of the 
Radio Writers’ Guild? 

Miss Knicur. At that time, they had come into the guild. Pete 
Lyon had been a writer for a long while, and he had been in OWI, 
and he was on the labor desk, and at the time that she was so dis- 
turbed, as I remember it, although I can’t give you a week-by-week 
description of the progress of this, but I ceftainly can give you a very, 
very clear memory of the over-all picture—Pete Lyon had announced 
that he was going to run for the presidency. 

Mr. Arens. Of the guild? 

Miss Knicur. Yes, sir, of the eastern region. 

Mr. Arens. To make this other point clear, he hadn’t been in the 
guild, to your knowledge, prior to the time that you left for this so- 
journ in Texas, is that right? 

Miss Kniaut. I have no idea when he became a member, and it is 
possible that one of the other witnesses can tell you that. The thing 
was carefully contrived, and there were other people working for him, 
when he was announced as a candidate he didn’t announce it himself; 
he was in the gracious position of being forced into it by his supporters. 
But he came in from OWI, and it was common discussion that he had 
brought with him a great many supporters. 

Mr. Arens. In other words, is it your testimony that it was com- 
mon discussion that after Mr. Lyon became affiliated with the guild, 
he brought into the guild other writers who had been previously asso- 
ciated with him when he was with the OWI? 

Miss Knicurt. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, if we have exhausted Pete Lyon and his activi- 
ties at this time—I assume we will get on to that a little more later— 
could you parallel the same type of factual material with reference to 
Mr. Robert Newman? 

Miss Knicur. At the time that I first became conscious of Pete 
Lyon and Robert Newman, I knew them as almost twins; they seemed 
to work together in everything that they were doing. Robert New- 
man was almost a lieutenant to Peter Lyon at that time, but certainly 
they worked in concert. 
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I think that Miss Seymour—and I am very unhappy to be sitting 
here quoting a woman who is dead, but I am doing it under oath, and 
I am doing it to the very best of my ability 

Mr. Arens. We appreciate that. 

Miss Knieut. And I remember it with great clarity, because this 
has been an issue with me, and for @ long time an issue with me almost 
alone in the guild. I have had reason to remember it, and I reduced 
it to notes for myself, with a feeling that the day would come when 
they would be important, and the day seems to have come. 

Senator Watkins. Could you give us a little more of the back- 
ground of Mr. Lyon and Mr. Newman? You mentioned the fact 
that they were Communists or considered to be Communists, and did 
they openly espouse communism at that time? 

Miss Knicur. Miss Seymour told me that they had to her, but to 
my knowledge, they never did, and they never did it in the cuild. 

If you will permit me to go ahead with the history of those weeks, 
Miss Se _— s feeling was that it was of vital importance that we 
defeat Mr. Lyon as a candidate for the eastern region president, and 
we put on the most vigorous campaign which was possible, and every- 
one who had been originally a member of the guild, of course, was 
opposed to him; and we ran as our candidate Mr. McDonald, who had 
been a very active member of the council before, a very solid man, and 
with a good following, and there seemed to be a very good chance that 
we would elect him. And the election was very close, extremely close, 
and I think only a very few votes difference. 

Mr. Arens. Who won the election? 

Miss Knicur. Mr. Lyon. 

Mr. Arens. Could we stay right on this point again: Who else 
beside Mr. Peter Lyon and Mr. Robert Newman, in 1943, when this 
trend seemed to develop in the Radio Writers’ Guild, impressed you 
as being in the pro-Communist camp? 

Miss Knieur. Ira Marion. The morning after Mr. Lyon was 
elected, I met Mr. Marion 

Mr. Arens. Would you identify him? 

Miss Kniaur. At the moment he is the national president of the 
Radio Writers’ Guild, and he was shop steward, I believe, at NBC 
and he has been closely associated with Mr. Lyon and with the left- 
wing group ever since then. 

Mr. Arens. Now, may I ask you this: At that time, what were 
Mr. Ira Marion’s affiliations and activities, to your knowledge? 
And we are back, now, in 19438, let us remember. 

Miss Knieur. I think he was a staff writer at NBC, and I have 
never been a staff writer, and I am not too familiar with the set-up, 
but I am quite sure he was on the staff then; and whether in any 
position of authority or not, I don’t know, but I think not, at that time. 

Mr. Arens. Now, may I ask you this: Did Peter Lyon have close 
associations with Norman Corwin in 1943? And for the moment, let 
us confine our thinking to 1943, and then we will develop it on up to 
the present time. Did Peter Lyon have close association with Norman 
Corwin, to your knowledge? 

Miss Kniaur. To my own knowledge, I cannot say that Peter 
Lyon has ever had close association with Norman Corwin, and would 
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you like me to develop what I know of Norman Corwin here, because 
it is brief and it is something that 

Mr. Arens. Was he in the 1943 picture? 

Miss Kniaur. No. 

Mr. Arens. He is in a picture a little bit subsequently, I assume. 
Let us hold that, if you please, and | am trying to see if we can’t develop 
this chronologically here so that you have given us the background of 
the Radio Writers Guild and how it was formed, and the history of it. 

You have explained, as I understand it—and if I am wrong, please 
correct me—that in 1943 you first had your curiosity aroused as to 
Communist penetration or influence in the guild, and you have testified 
with respect to Mr. Peter Lyon and Mr. Robert Newman, and 
Mr. Ira Marion. 

Now, confining our remarks for the moment to the 1943 period, 
would you express yourself with reference to any other person or any 
other activity or any other factual situation at that time which caused 
you to believe that there was a Communist penetration of the Radio 
Writers Guild? 

Miss Kniautr. Miss Seymour’s feeling about that, from that time 
to the time of her death, was very strong, and she was the center of a 
group in the Guild which was concerned about what had happened. 
The story about Mr. Lyon having been dismissed from the labor desk 
in OWI because of his pro-left attitude had been in the newspapers 
and it had been discussed during the campaign, and the day that 
Mr. Lyon took over office, he announced that “there will be no more 
Red baiting.” 

Senator Warkins. No more what? 

Miss Kniaur. No more Red baiting. 

There was nothing, other than the fact that we knew he was ex- 
tremely active in other organizations, and there was nothing in his 
conduct of the guild as sue h, during the next 2 years, which you could 
point to as ev idence that he was a Communist or w orking in the direc- 
tion of the Communists. There was a gradual increase in the power 
of his group, and at that time the active group in the East—you see, 
it was about 50-50, one group against the other. And his followers 
always had, except for the hard core, his followers then and now have 
a fashion of appearing or disappearing. Whenever a great emergency 
arises, large numbers of strange people will appear and vote on his 
side, and disappe ar again into the silences. 

Senator Warxkins. I would like to ask a question. As I under- 
stand, the particular danger from having radio writers under the con- 
trol of an organization of ‘this kind, under the control of Communists, 
is the fact that they will try to slant their writings and get over 
propaganda to the American people and poison their minds against 
their own Government and in favor of an alien philosophy and an 
alien government; is that not the real danger that comes? 

Miss Knicur. That is certainly a great danger, and there is also 
a danger in the fact that they will crowd any writer of contrary opinion 
to their own, out of the writing field; and a writer has to have a market 
for his work, and a writer has to live. 

Senator Warkins. How can they do that? 

Miss Knicur. By getting control of the industry, which they are 
rapidly doing. 
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Senator Warkins. You mean within the group that purchase? 
You mean the employers? elit 

Miss Kniaur. Yes, sir, within the advertising agents. And this is 
no part of my evidence, but I think evidence will be submitted to you 
that there are important shows, both in radio and television, where it 
is quite impossible for anyone who is not a left winger to obtain a 
hearing and to work and to write. 

Mr. Arens. You mean a pro-Communist? 

Miss Knicur. I don’t mean a Communist Party member, because 
I have no way of identifving them, but certainly the group who work 
on certain shows consistently are people who are sympathizers with 
an extreme left wing view. 

Senator Warkins. You have made that rather vague, “certain 
shows.”’ Can you make it more definite? 

Miss Knicur. That is not a part of my evidence. You have that 
from other people. 

Senator Watkins. You must have had in mind something, and can 
you make a general reference to it without going into too much detail? 
It ties in with what vou have just been saying. In other words, you 
have made a point there, and if you back it up now with some specific 
illustration. 

Miss Knicutr. I can back it up with many illustrations, but I 
would have to say that what I am reporting to you is a general impres- 
sion in the industry, and there is no way of my being able to come here 
and say to you that a certain director refused to buy shows from certain 
people who were right wing because they were right wing, and he can 
say he didn’t buy them because they weren’t good scripts, and there 
is no possible proof. 

Senator Warkins. That is the thing that we are up against, vou see. 
We have heard these general charges time and time again, I have and 
I know other Members of the Senate have, and we have heard these 
general charges. And what we are trying to develop here is evidence 
one way or the other, either to clear that situation up, to clear these 
people of those charges, or to find the truth, and if they are actually 
dangerous to the country, we will get that evidence. 

But we must have something more than just a lot of general con- 
clusions. In other words, we should have some evidence that will 
stick even in court, where the rules of evidence are rather strict, and 
largely favor the defendant or he is presumed to be innocent until he 
is proven guilty; and for that reason what we would like to develop 
is not just—it is all right to get the general picture, but somewhere 
along the line there must be some concrete evidence that causes the 
general conclusion or brings it about. That is, as we go along we 
would like to develop, if you know about that and can give us any 
help on that, and we would like to have you tell us. 

Now, it takes more than one witness to do that. 

Miss Knicut. What I can say to you is this, that in the industry, 
it is generally conceded that there are certain shows on which only 
extreme left wing writers work. 

Senator Watkins. Can you name those shows? 

Miss Kniaut. Yes, I can name those shows. 

Senator Warkins. Now, that gets us something concrete, and we 
can watch those to see what there is, maybe. 
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Miss Knicut. Studio 1 has been listed as a show in which the great 
bulk of writers 

Senator Warxins. When you say “Studio 1”—and I am not a 
radio listener too much, or television—I do not know what you are 
talking about. 

Miss Knicut. From a prestige point of view, Studio 1 is probably 
the leading television show, and from a professional point of view, it 
is @ very desirable show to write because it is so well done. Joseph 
Liss has been employed more than anyone else, and a great deal more 
than anyone else on that show, and Joseph Liss is well known as a 
left wing sympathizer; and when you make up these lists and you 
find a possible one person from a group like “We, the Undersigned,”’ 
and everyone else on the other side, I think it is generally conceded 
that the Hy Brown shows are very difficult; until a recent houseclean- 
ing, it was pretty generally conceded that almost anything at Columbia 
Broadcasting Co. was going to be very difficult for a writer who was 
not sympathetic to the left wing, and that situation has been corrected. 
I think Columbia with great alarm discovered what was happening, 
and there is still some evidence of it. 

But I would prefer, if you will permit me, to leave the naming of 
the shows to witnesses who have concrete evidence, and I know that 
evidence is in existence, and I can only say that in any group of writers 
who are not left wing, there is the realization that this black list exists, 
and it is constantly growing, and there is no question about it. 

Senator Warxins. Let us get over to what they actually do in 
these programs. Can you point to anything specific in the programs 
that these left wingers write, of the slanting « of the program in such a 
way that it aids the forei ign government and fore’ ign ideology as against 
our own? 

Miss Knicut. It is a very subtle thing, and they do it. 

Senator Watkins. I realize that. 

Miss Knicut. They do it in many ways, and would you like me to 
give you an instance of it? 

Senator Warxkrins. We are getting to the heart of the thing, yes. 

Miss Knicut. I suppose that this is repeated many times. In the 
first place, before I do this, let me state my own conviction. I think 
that the operation up until now of the Communists in the Radio 
Writers’ Guild has been to get a stranglehold on the guild rather than 
to put information or propaganda of their own into the programs. 
I think that that has been secondary. But to cite an instance, which 
I suppose is repeated many, many times, there was a script written 
by Peter Lyon for Cavalcade, and I think it was called the swamp 
folks dealing with the Communist situation in Y ugoslavia, and there 
was a constant identification in that of the brave partisans to our 
early Americans, and the tying up of the Communist element with 
our own revolutionaries, you see. It is that sort of thing. You hear 
in any group of writers, you hear stories told over and over of someone 
who is given a book to dramatize, a book that is anti-Communist in 
feeling, ‘and the se ript comes back with the thing twisted so that the 
villain has become in a subtle fashion the hero, and the hero is the 
villain. 

If it were an open operation, it would be so simple, you see. If you 
could say on such-and-such a day and such-and-such a time, so-and-so 
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wrote a script that was open Communist propaganda, that would be 
different. 

Senator WarTkins. Our problem is no matter how subtly it is done 
and how difficult it is, if we get anywhere we have got to find out 
where it was done and that it is being done. In other words, we have 
got to have something more than the fact that these people do most 
of the work and have control of things. When they do get control 
of things, just what do they do about. it, and where do the ‘y damage 
us, and where do they hurt us? And I am firmly convinced in my 
own mind that they do, but I am just one of those people who is 
conducting an investigation to find out how they do hurt us so that 
we can put our finger on it and say here is the evidence, and not a lot 
of generalization, and here is a concrete illustration of what they are 
doing, how they are poisoning the public mind, and how they. are 
slipping this oar. 

And you were getting at it when you made that comparison about 
how they tied in the partisans with the American Revolutionary move- 
ment to give them a fine standing in the public mind. Of course, 
if they are revolutionists like George Washington and the rest of 
them, we ought to join them, and welcome them to our homes, and 
take them over. ‘That is quite a contrary impression to the one that 
I have of them, but if they can get that across to the majority of the 
people, you see how it w ill affect them in their voting and their think- 
ing and their acting. 

Miss Knieur. There is a marked effort in everything that they do 
to give an aura of respectability and nobility to the Communist move- 
ment, and there is no question about that. 

May I ask a question, sir? Is it positive evidence that this group 
has taken over an organization like the Radio Writers’ Guild, the 
positive evidence that they have taken it over, coupled with positive 
evidence that they, themselves, in other organizations are actively 
engaged in extreme left-wing activities—do you consider that evidence 
of value to you? 

Senator Warkins. Oh, yes, certainly; most certainly. 

Miss Kniaur. It is that evidence which I can give; and the thing 
that you are asking me now is opinion, and it is shop talk, and it is 
general knowledge, and it is general belief in the industry, but I can’t 
prove to you that the director of a program bought scripts only from 
left-wing writers because they were left-wing writers, because he can 
say, and who is to disprove it—— 

Mr. Arens. You do have evidence that the left-wing writers and 
the pro-Communist writers are the ones who are procuring the jobs, 
and-those who are anti-Communists are the ones who are having 
difficulty getting the jobs, is that correct? 

Miss Knicur. That is very true. 

Senator Warktns. Before this happened, were these writers who 
got control, were they well known with established reputations for 
ability for turning out finished products that would rate high? Mr. 
Lyon, for example, what about his reputation? Was he somebody 
before he got into this and before he started moving in this direction? 

Miss Kniaeut. I think not. 


Senator Warkins. Did he have any reputation as a writer before 
that time? 
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Miss Knigut. Not that I know of. He has written shows for 
Cavalcade of America, scattered scripts, and I would not consider 
Peter Lyon, nor do I think anyone else would, an outstanding writer. 

Senator Warxrins. We have had some men, you see, that it comes 
with a great shock to learn that they were left wingers, and I have 
been reading them for years and I didn’t know. I do not want 
to cite illustrations now, but it was a great shock for me to find it out. 
And the average American does not get the reputation of these people, 
and that is where we are fooled, and we may read and read and think 
that this fellow is all right, and then we find out later on he was 
slanting everything in the direction he wanted it to go. 

Miss Kniaut. May I say this, sir, that in this group which consti- 
tute what we believe to be the hard core of Communism in the guild, 
there are men of real ability, real writing ability, and there are others 
whose writing ability is open to question, and there is no hard and 
fast rule about it. 

Mr. Arens. The man with real writing ability would be potentially 
more dangerous to this country than the man with poor writing 
ability, in your judgment, would he not? 

Miss Knicur. That is very true. 

Senator Warkins. I will not press it any further, and if you do 
not have knowledge in that field, all right, but I wondered if you did, 
because sometimes if we overlook as we go on with our questioning, 
we pass by some very important evidence. 

Miss Knicut. May I say this, that if you have from other witnesses 
a list of shows on which you think the anti-Communists are being 
discriminated against, and if you wish to put in the form of a question 
to me do I believe that on those shows this thing is true, I will be very 
glad to answer that. But I do not feel of my own knowledge that I 
should come here and make the accusation, that I should be the one 
to name them, because it is belief and not certainty on my part. 

Senator Warkins. May I ask you this: If we should go into those, 
do you think that we would find, in an analysis of these particular 
shows, that we would find the slanting that is mentioned, the subtle 
attempt to get over their propaganda? 

Miss Knicur. I think at the immediate moment, perhaps you 
might not, and I think that they are frightened, and I think that 
they are being very careful. 

Senator Warkrns. Back a few years ago, do you think that we 
would? 

Miss Kniaur. I think that you might. 

Senator Watkins. I think it is the heart of the thing, and it is 
getting to the point where we are getting away from generalizations 
down to what evidence there is that caused the generalizations. 

Miss Knicur. May I make one remark on this subject, because I 
don’t want to return to it again, that you would find, I am sure, if 
you examined the work of these people, a constant derision of the 
capitalistic system, and a constant derision of the average citizen, 
and a constant derision of all of the things, and there is no such thing 
in their scripts as a decent banker and a decent lawyer. The thing 
is subtle, and Communist propaganda as we know it is not laying 
down the party line, but it is in their writing, as it is in their meetings, 
it is scorn and it is contempt and it is the “Perhaps other people don’t 
feel about the FBI the way we do,” and it is that attitude expressed 
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that is the undermining thing with the simple people who listen to 
radio who would turn off outright Communist propaganda. 

Senator Warkrns. I realize it has to be done very cleverly. 

Mr. Arens. We were at the 1943 period, Miss Knight, and you 
had identified these people and told of their activities in influencing 
the course of the Radio Writers’ Guild, and I now suggest that you 
proceed in sequence of events after 1943, if you can do so, please. 

Miss Knicur. After 1943, Mr. Lyon and Mr. Newman were suc- 
cessively in office, and Mr. Lyon was the first eastern region vice 
president, and he was later national president and Mr. Newman was 
eastern region vice president. And Sam Moore during these years 
came importantly into the picture on the west coast. 

One line that was consistently followed in all guild business at 
that time was a very logical one; the one thing that was important 
was the gaining of a contract with, first, the networks, and then the 
agencies, “and anything else must be subverted to it. 

There was no argument against that. And the league constitu- 
tion does not permit of any political discussion or any political action, 
and I think a previous witness has testified over a period of years 
repeated efforts of this element to engage in certain political activities, 
but nothing was ever possible because they were promptly checked. 
However, there was a period of rather reluctant cooperation between 
the two elements, the line was not clearly drawn at all, and we were 
all working for the contract, and consequently, both sides were repre- 
sented on the council. 

It was their policy for a long time to permit us to have an active 
voice on the Council, and to consult us, and to conciliate and to play 
with us. In 1945, it became apparent that the League must either 
produce some activity, some sort of a contract which would satisfy 
its clamoring membership, or disband, and we had done nothing but 
talk and nothing had happened. We had no money, and we were 
still existing—and our dues were very low, and not enough to meet 
expenses—and we were still existing on the charity of the League, a 
rather unsatisfactory charity, because there was not money enough 
for us to do anything very substantial. 

Mr. Lyon with his supporters, and in conference with Sam Moore 
and others from the coast, proposed that the league make to the 
Radio Writers’ Guild a loan of some $15,000, and that with that money 
the Radio Writers’ Guild would assume what they referred to as a 
militant policy, and they would sit down with the Four A’s, which 
is a loose organization of advertising agencies, and try to discuss this 
minimum basie agreement which would cover all free-lance writers in 
the radio writing “field. 

The league was anxious to have the guild succeed, and the league 
was also increasingly suspicious and impatient with the manner in 
which this was being conducted. 

What finally developed was, in a completely off-the-record arrange- 
ment with certain powerful members of the Authors’ Le ~ague Council, 
the $15,000 was granted; but a stipulation, although it was not openly 
recorded, that Mrs. Bryant, who was secretary and had been secre- 
tary for the les ague and had given us part-time services, should come 
in as executive secretary of the Radio Writers’ Guild, and that cer- 
tain of the right-wing members who had withdrawn from active 
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participation should come back actively on the council and take part 
in the negotiations. 

At that time, Miss Stirling came into activity in the guild, and 
was taking a very prominent part; and Charles Bixby, a radio writer 
of long standing; and Clifford Goldsmith, the author and owner of 
the Aldrich F amily; ; and Elaine Carrington, who probably, from a 
financial point of view, is the most successful radio writer; and Stewart 
Hawkins, Kenneth Webb, and Erik Barnouw all of us were asked to 
come back into the guild and take part in the negotiations, and take 
part in the spending of this money. 

We spent the greater part of 2 years in almost constant negotia- 
tion with the Four A’s, and at the end we came out with no contract. 
The $15,000 was spent, and we were again in debt, and we did not 
go to the League for any more money, and the whole proceeding was 
a very dismal failure. 

At that time, the leadership—and all of our successes were generally 
credited to Mr. Lyon and the failures were always due to the other 
side—and at that time Mr. Lyon and his supporters decided that a 
mistake had been made in negotiating with the Four A’s, and the 
thing we must do was to go directly to the networks—to the sponsors, 
and work with them through the networks. 

One more effort was to be made to negotiate a contract in another 
way. 

Now, this brings me to a piece of evidence which I am happy to 
have, because it ties together the thing which I feel I am qualified 
to try and prove, and that is the various steps in the taking over by 
this group. , 

We have what is known as our national executive committee, com- 
posed of the vice presidents of each region and the national president, 
and then one other representative from each region, and they meet 
and they determine policy, and they are very powerful and they are 
able, without being checked, to bring about some rather radical actions 
in the guild. 

These negotiations, as I say, with the Four A’s had ended in failure, 
and there was a national executive committee meeting on the coast, 
and Dorothy Bryant was taken out, and for 2 days they got her to 
outline a plan of campaign and give them her advice, and then they 
asked her to withdraw from the meeting, and recalled her to tell her 
that the western region had no faith in her, and that she was discharged. 

Mrs. Bryant had been very outspoken in the condemnation of the 
Communists up until this time; from the day—TI think I will say this 
accurately—from the day that Peter Lyon took office and said that 
there will be no more Red-baiting, the word “communism” had never 
been mentioned, as such, in either the council—I am sure it was never 
mentioned in the membership meeting, and I think it had never been 
mentioned in the council; and it was there, aod there was always an 
undercurrent, but we didn’t speak of it, and there was an understand- 
ing that it had nothing to do with what we were doing. But in private 
discussions, Mrs. Bryant did not mince words in telling them exactly 
what she thought of them, even though they were friendly in their 
operations in the guild. 

Mrs. Bryant came back to notify the eastern region council that 
she had been discharged, and we were shocked, and we had had no 
word of it at all; and we discovered that there had been a plan, a 
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thing which had been plotted for a long time between Peter Lyon and 
Sam Moore, and the Chicago group, w hich was small and unimportant 
in numbers, but which had more or less played into their hands. 

I wanted to tell this in proper sequence. They asked Mrs. Bryant 
to resign as eastern region secretary, under a secretary of their own 
choosing, who we later discovered was a woman who had been closely 
identified with the Communist activities on the west coast, and it was 
planned to put her into this position. 

When they returned home and Mrs. Bryant revealed to us what 
had happened and told us that although she had not presented her 
resignation as eastern region secretary, she held both positions, both 
national and region, that she would not accept any such arrangement. 

There was a meeting of the eastern region council, in which there 
was violent protest against this arbitrary dismissal, a long discussion; 
and at the end of the meeting, which had gone on for 4 hours and a 
half and in which it had been made clear that there was nothing that 
we could do, because we would be outvoted by the other two sections, 
there was nothing we could do about retaining Mrs. Bryant, Pete 
Lyon, as the meeting was adjourning, and half ‘the people had gone, 
said, “I am ina desperate situation here. There is no one in the 
office even to answer the tele ‘phones, and will you give me authority 
to get someone in on an emergency basis just to take care of the 
thing?’ And when, someone asked, “Whom do you suggest?” He 
said, “There is a man I know, I don’t know anything about him, I 
met him only once, but he is a ood office worker, and all of that, and 
his name is Michael Davidson, and may I have him on a temporary 
basis, and may I hire him?” And the motion was put through, not 
formally at all, there were only three or four people left in the room. 
And Mr. Lyon said, ‘Well, that is what I have got to do; I have got 
to do something in the emergency.” 

And the next time the council meeting was assembled, Mr. David- 
son was in office as the eastern region secretary. He remained there, 
and he was a man who had a record of Communist affiliations, and 
he had absolutely no previous knowledge of writers or writers’ prob- 
lems, or of any of the matters which concerned us. 

We afterward discovered that this had been an arrangement which 
he had made with Mr. Moore weeks before, and they had been in 
conference with Mr. Davidson, and this thing was planned, but it 
was presented to us as an emergency measure. 

Mr. Davidson had a most ingratiating manner, and he worked 
earnestly if not too efficiently, and it was a period in which they 
proceeded with great caution. We had no national executive secre- 
tary, and Mr. Lyon carried the ball for a few weeks, and then at a 
meeting he pointed out that it was a great loss to the radio industry 
because he was not able to work, and consequently he had no 
income, and that it was a vital situation, and suggested that he be 
named as national executive secretary. It was at a meeting which 
had been called with only a few hours’ notice, and I was the only 
member of the opposition there; and I refused to vote, and his sup- 
porters voted him in, and he became not only national president but 
national executive secretary, and voted himself a salary double that 
which Mrs. Bryant had received for holding botb offices. 

[t was a salary pathetically small, but nevertheless that is what it 
was. 
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He continued in that position for a number of months, and he con- 
tinued there until we suggested that we wanted an additional person 
as a secretary; that we had been deprived of service; and when we 
suggested a candidate, he himself brought in another candidate. 

In the meantime, the whole situation as regarding the Communist 
infiltration, became increasingly clear. In January, I think it was, of 
1947, we insisted that a new “national secretary should be employed, 
and we suggested a candidate, and we very carefully suggested 
someone—— 

Mr. Arens. When you say ‘“‘we,”’ you are speaking all through y your 
record here of the forces that are against the pro-Communists? 

Miss Knicut. Let me be spec ific about this. At this time, on the 
council, they had very carefully kept, because in negotiation they 
needed these names and the things that they stood for, ‘they had kept 
Kenneth Webb, Stewart Hawkins, Clifford Goldsmith, and Elaine 
Carrington, Carl Bixby, and Nora Stirling, and myself. I think we 
could be referred to as the hard core of the opposition. And we were 
the ones who were constantly pushing this change, and we finally 
demanded it; and we finally succeeded in getting, with the help, as I 
remember it, of Mortou Wishengrad, who was an alternate on the 
council and a strong anti-Communist, getting a candidate to whom 
they could have no objections. He was a certified labor man, and 
obviously an excellent candidate for the position. 

When we suggested him, they went into action, seeing that Mr. 
Lyon was about to be ousted, and I think they realized that they 
couldn’t at that time present another candidate for national secretary 
of the same persuasion as Mr. Davidson, that that would make just 
too much; and so, since their candidate was a man that they thought 
that they would control but who certainly was not a Communist, 
and at a meeting in which they brought out every one of their alter- 
nates and manipulated voting rules, they were able to install their 
own candidate. 

At that meeting, after it became apparent that those of us who were 
on the council and who had gone on working, in response to the 
request of the Authors’ League, were simply being foolish, and we 
were not able to stop them in any major operation, and vet our names 
were on their letterhead and every activity in which they participated 
carried, seemingly, to the public our sanction and our support, and 
time after time in what they termed the interest of unity in the guild, 
they would report to the membership that the council had unani- 
mously voted this or that or the other, when the council had for hours 
battled the thing out, and in which our side had been defeated by one 
vote—but they always kept that one or two extra votes so that in a 
great emergency they could call out the reserves and they could 
always outvote us. 

At this meeting which took place in January of 1947, it became 
apparent that we were not going to be allowed to name our candidate, 
and that they were going to go ahead in their own way, I decided that, 
contrary to the advice of my own associates, I was going to bring the 
issue into the open, and I could see nothing to be gained by continuing 
in the way we had been going. 

And so, I did. I said that in going out for an agreement, I felt the 
accusations of our being Communist-controlled had been publicly 
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made, and it would have a bad effect, and I thought we should meet 
them frankly and openly. 

I spoke frankly and openly as to what I thought about it. The 
reply immediately was a typical Communist answer, “It is very sad 
that these charges should be made.” Julian Font immediately ran 
into the breach ‘and said, ‘These charges are always being made, and 
I regret to say that within our own council I have heard the unmistak- 
able stories of anti-Semitic feeling.’”? And that, of course, is always a 
tragic issue, and always completely confuses it, and there was abso- 
lutely no reason to confuse the thing we were discussing with anti- 
Semitism, but it changed at once the complexion of it. 

I asked at that meeting that we pass a resolution denouncing com- 
munism, and I couldn’t even get a second to it. 

After Mr. Moore, who was then national president, went back to 
the west coast, I said I would like to have it in the form of a written 
record, what had happened, and I wrote a letter to Mr. Moore; and 
with your permission, I would like to read extracts from that letter, 
because it clarifies exactly what I am saying. 

Mr. Arens. Would you care to put the letter in the record, or-—— 

Miss Knieur. I would prefer to read extracts from it, because there 
is a great deal of confusing material in here that has nothing to do 
with this issue that has to do with guild business, and if you feel that 
time will permit, I can tie this up very clearly. 

This is to Mr. Moore, the president of the Radio Writers’ Guild, 
Hollywood: 


It is with great concern I have heard the growing number of reports of discrimi- 


nation against RWG writers by advertising agencies because of membership in 
what they term a Communist outfit, and of refusal of writers to join our ranks, 
even at the suggestion of an agency, for the same reason. Accusations of com- 
munism are almost routine in these days, in an attack by his opponents on any 
labor-minded group, but I want to disprove them in regard to RWG. That our 


national executive committee is composed of men also active in an organization of 
extreme left reputation, and that the majority group on our national council is of 
similar political inspiration, it is impossible to deny. 

But I hope evidence would prove the operation of this group had been wholly 
for the welfare of the guild and not from any political motive. 

In the hope of obtaining such reassurance, I presented the problem as it con- 
fronts us at ameeting of the council of the eastern region, January 6, at which you 
were present. Since a left wing reputation certainly will have a bearing on the 
success of our national 10-point program, the subject appeared to be one to be 
taken to the council. I asked that it be considered there in relation to our national 
strategy, and before the election of our new national secretary. I reviewed at 
that time facts which those of us who wished to deny operation of an organized 
left-wing faction in the guild were forced to face. They included the public knowl- 
edge of the activity of our leadership in organizations generally characterized as 
extreme left. They included evidence that a group inscribing the same political 
script have operated as a bloc, voting together on all major questions affecting 
the guild. 

The supporters charged that we have been remiss in our responsibilities to free- 
lance writers, and that time and money has not been used to advance radio 
writers’ status, but to place and retain authority in the hands of this group was 
the following record: (a) the expenditure of our total income, plus $15,000 loaned 
from Authors’ League of America, during a period devoted principally to nego- 
tiation with the Four A’s. This negotiation was rendered completely fruitless 
by the refusal of the national executive committee to accept minor points upon 
which we were able to come to agreement. Our critics point out that ours is a 
profession whose members have no protection in their making of contracts, other 
than their individual strength. The refusal to accept these improvements as 
they were available would point to ambition to secure and control the guild 
shop contract as an objective of our leadership, rather than the present bettering 
of the writers’ position. 
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(b) A directive from the national executive committee to the committee nego- 
tiating with the Four A’s, that no sales clause of any character might be discussed. 
This arbitrary order doomed the negotiations, aid was definitely not realistic 
in seeking a first contract. 

(c) Breaking off negotiations with the Four A’s made mandatory as the result 
of this arbitrary order. 

(d) The arbitrary removal by the national executive committee of Dorothy 
Bryant as national secretary, resulting also in her loss to us as eastern region 
secretary. This removal was accomplished with no warning to the eastern region 
council, and was unanimously protested by that council. Protest was based on 
Mrs. Bryant’s proven worth in a region where national negotiations must of 
necessity be conducted, and by the lack of any reasonable charges against her. 
The guild was deprived of this guidance, and the manner of its accomplishment 
was ao open and flagrant violation of the employer-employee relationship ideals 
for which we stand. An unjustifiable emergency resulted, and in the deliberately 
created confusion, the group responsible for it was able to fill the offices of eastern 
region secretary and national secretary with persons of their own choosing. 

(e) The appointment of Michael Davidson as eastern region secretary, & man 
unknown to many council members and without radio experience, a qualification 
which would presumably be imperative in giving service to our members. This 
appointment, characterized as an emergency measure, was forced through in 
the last few seconds of an overly extended council session, after a number of 
members had left. The appointment was accomplished without realization of its 
permanent nature and even before the dismissal of Dorothy Bryant had been 
accepted as final by the eastern region. 

(f) The occupation for a period of several months by the vice president of the 
eastern region, an elected officer, of the paid position of national secretary at 
double the salary paid to Mrs. Bryant. The constitutionality and legality of 
this procedure have both been sharply questioned by our critics. 

(g) The resolution by the western region council that our vice president remain 
as national secretary until negotiations for a standard contract were terminated. 

(hk) The openly expressed antagonism toward a well-qualified candidate for 
national secretary brought forward by Stewart Hawkins as dissenting member of 
the national executive committee, in the dismissal of Dorothy Bryant. This 
candidate was selected in the hope his appointment might refute charges of polit- 
ical group domination in the guild, and promote group unity. But it was made 
apparent at the outset no consideration would be given by the group dominating 
the council to a candidate that was not of its own choosing. 

The elections in the eastern region last fall did not include all-out support of 
the membership of radical leadership, and yet not in a single important instance 
have opponents of the dominating group on the council been allowed to determine 
a matter of guild policy. They serve the purpose of figureheads appearing to 
the membership to support measures which they actually oppose. 

There is no tyranny worse than a small majority of willful men motivated by 
personal or political considerations to impose their will on an organization without 
vielding a point to allow for the expression of minority views. The Radio 
Writers’ Guild has been subjected to such tyranny at times expertly cloaked by 
expediency. 

I hoped some plan to meet this situation could be worked out while you were 
in New York, and perhaps at the council meeting of January 6. Little developed 
there that expressions of resentment at the existing situation had been put into 
words. I have done this because it would seem that the guild must declare itsalf 
or accept its left-wing designation. I believe that the council should have an 
opportunity to act on such a matter before it was taken to the membership; 
and as it now stands, the membership is being penalized for belonging to what is 
termed “extreme left-wing organization.”’ 

If the charge is false, it should be proved so by those responsible for its having 
been made; and if it is true, then the membership should have an opportunity 
to make its own position in the matter clear. 

This situation in the RWG is too powerful a weapon in the hands of those 
opposed to it for us to disregard this threat. The confidence of the public and our 
own members alike will only be restored by affirmative actions and not denials. 

A public statement denouncing un-American ideology would be a natural first 
step in any such affirmative action. The adoption of such a resolution, backed by 
further action that might disprove operations of politically minded dictatorship, 
would go a long way toward promoting unity within and respect without the guild. 
By parking political bias at the ddor and welcoming all American opinion and 
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allowing the expression in our affairs, we can still set out house in order. When 
we have done this, we will have a right to expect to be received without prejudice 
by every American employer and to have the full support of every American 
writer. We should want help from no others. 
Very truly yours, 
(Signed) Rurs Apams Knicur. 


These are excerpts from a letter, and the excerpts are those perti- 
nent to the subject of the hearing. 

From Mr. Sam Moore I had the following reply, sent from Los 
Angeles, and dated February 24, 1947: 


Dear Ruta: I have been— 


on this, I am giving from this letter also, only excerpts germane to the 
discussion here. 


I have been thinking about your letter of February 3 very seriously, trying to 
consider the questions you raised purely from the standpoint of the guild’s welfare. 
I am sure that the guild’s welfare is something we both have at heart. 

In the first place, I am astonished that anyone who knows the guild could 
believe it is dominated by Communists or any other group. Our council and 
officers are elected by secret ballot of all of the members, and we have had little 
or no history of factional disputes, and it is my impression that all three councils 
represent a cross section of opinion, both as to guild matters and as to political 
views. 

It seems to me that these facts are enough to refute any assertion that the 
guild is dominated by Communists, since I assume that no one has ventured to 
suggest that our entire membership is composed of Communists. 

On the other hand, as I believe I told your council at the meeting on January 6, 
I will not be surprised if there is increasing talk from agency sources to the effect 
that we are a radical group, taking orders from Moscow. I predicted that this 
kind of rumor would increase rather than diminish, at the guild membership 
committee meeting, for the attaining of its objectives. The spreading of this 
kind of rumor is in fact almost the only weapon that our opponents can find with 
which to try to fight us, divide us, and weaken us as we begin our battle for a 
minimum basic agreement. 

What could be simpler: a few people drop a word here and there, and it is effect- 
ive with those who have been impressed with the alarming stuff in the newspapers 
about Communist infiltration, and so forth, and before we know it, we are fighting 
among ourselves to rid our organization of what we have been duped into believing 
is a dangerous stigma, and which might prevent us from gaining our objective. 

And yet, what are the facts? We have essentially the same leadership and 
the same membership we had 2 years ago, and we are the same organization with 
the same aims; and to fall into the delusion that the networks and agencies will 
gladly grant our demands if we simply issue a statement condemning Communist 
ideology would be the height of naiveté. They are not interested in communism, 
and they are interested in a favorable contract. 

For myself, I am not only opposed to the passage of any such resolution, but I 
am even more opposed to any discussion of it. It is the discussion itself which 
might tend to divide us and make us suspicious of each other. Let us, for God’s 
sake, confine our criticism to each other, and of our leadership, to questions of 
guild policy; and, as you suggest, park political bias at the door. Our members 
want guild shop and ownership of their material and minimum fees. We are sign- 
ing up new members every day, and they want the same things and they are willing 
to fight forthem. There is no conspiracy going on anywhere. The guild is simply 
coming of age. 

Sincerely yours, 
Sam Moore. 


[ call attention to the date of this, which is February 24, 1947, and 
I believe I have Mr. Moore’s testimony before the House committee 
in which he was confronted with a Communist Party card on which he 
refused to comment, and there might be some indication that at the 
time this letter was written, he was actually a party member. 

Mr. Arens. Are you ready to proceed, now, Miss Knight? 
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Miss Knicur. Since that time there has been, I think, very little 
question in the minds of any of us about the Communist domination 
of the guild. At subsequent elections, because of the importance of 

etting this contract, we have tried very hard to do business with these 

oys still. Erik Barnow ran as national president and was elected, 
and Wellbourn Kelley ran as eastern region vice president, and he was 
elected, and by making use of their reputation and their prestige, it 
was possible to work out the terms of a basic agreement which will go 
into operation, if the guild is certified by the NLRB. 

Mr. Kelley and others who have been much closer to the situation 
since that time than I, will testify as to what has happened, and I 
think that I would be unreasonable taking up your time to give my 
opinions. It is all a matter of record which I am sure that you have 
gone into very thoroughly. 

After that—that was the first time, to my knowledge, that the word 
“communism” was brought into a council proceeding as a direct 
accusation. The first time that it was brought into a membership 
meeting, that I know of, was at a meeting last September of a meeting 
in regard to the censureship of Welbourn Kelley, because it was a 
presentation of a resolution asking that we offer support to the Gov- 
ernment in the Korean situation, and I am sure that the detail of that 
meeting will be made clear to this committee, but it was at that time 
that I said to the membership for the first time that if Welbourn 
Kelley were censured by the Radio Writers’ Guild, that the last voice 
to be raised in protest against the domination by this group would be 
silenced, and I spoke of Kathryn Seymour’s warning, and the con- 
tinuing menace, and the continuing gaining of control. And 
Welbourn Kelley was the only member remaining on the council who 
opposed them, and what they proposed to do was to censure and 
dismiss him. 

There is one otber matter about which I can tesify with first-hand 
knowledge and authority, and that is in connection with this resolu- 
tion; when the council refused to pass the resolution supporting the 
Government in Korea, they sent it to the Authors’ League, and a 
group of us from “We, the undersigned,” the opposition group, went 
to the Authors’ League Council to explain to them the situation, and 
say that since the Radio Writers’ Guild would not do this, and since 
it was a matter of public knowledge and the guild was being named as a 
Communist-dominated group, would the Tealitin take some action, 
and would they give us some support. 

Curiously, because of the strange formation of the Authors’ League, 
the men who were being accused were the men before whom this issue 
was being tried. The four or five men who were the most active in this 
move which we denounced, were the representatives on the Authors’ 
League Council. So that it was very difficult to get anything of 
a hearing, although there were a few who were inclined to listen to us 
and to side with us, but I think it might go in the record here that at 
the conclusion of the meeting with Miss Lillian Hellman, who is a 
representative of the Dramatists Guild on the Authors’ League 
Council, and who had been very loud in her condemnation of the 
representatives of ‘‘We, the undersigned” for bringing this issue to the 
league council, said that she considered our action scandalous; that she 
felt it was a diagrace to have sat through this meeting, and she wished 
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it to be a matter of record that she had had no part in this thing, and 
that everyone knew that she was not a Communist, but nevertheless 
that she felt very strongly about this protest against what to us ap- 
peared to be Communist infiltration and domination. 

That, I think, concludes the testimony which I think that I, per- 
sonally, am particularly qualified to give. 

Mr. Arens. I have one or two questions, if you please. 

Do you have any information regarding Jack Bentkover? 

Miss Knicur. He has been most actively identified with the left- 
wing group. He is a man of force and ability. 

Mr. Arens. When you say the left-wing group, do you mean the 
pro-Communist group? 

Miss Knicur. I mean the pro-Communist group, yes. 

Mr. Arens. You were going to explain a little bit more about 
Jack Bentkover? 

Miss Knicur. I think that that is all that I need to say, and he is 
very active on the television committee, as well, and two or three 
others whose names I am quite sure you have, and it seems obvious 
that it is a part of the plan of this group to move into television exactly 
as they have moved into radio; and what they would like to do is 
secure for the Radio Writers’ Guild the television authority which 
is now in question, and they, themselves, can have it, and it would 
be a very fine thing for them if they can do it. 

Mr. Arens. How about Howard Rodman? 

Miss Knieur. Yes, he is of that group, and you have heard testi- 
mony already regarding Mr. Rodman’s reports on black lists, and so 
on. 

Mr. Arens. Robert Newman? Now, you have previously identi- 
fied him, and do you know anything about his activity at the present 
time? 

Miss Knicut. You mean professional or political? 

Mr. Arens. Political. 

Miss Knreur. He works for Julian Font, and people who are in a 
position to know, have identified him as one of the more dangerous 
members, and he is an intellectual and a fanatic, and to them a very 
valuable person, I would say. 


Mr. Harrnetr. Did you bring out that helis on the committee for 
the regular nominees? 

Miss Kniaur. Oh, yes; these people are all on the committee for 
the regular nominees, and they all give it very strong public support; 

Mr. Arens. By “regular nominees,” you mean the pro-Communist 
group. 

And do you know A. B. Gershon? 

Miss Knieur. I wouldn’t like to comment on him, except that his 
is a name that appears about that group. 

Mr. Arens. And David Driscoll? 

Miss Kniaut. I can only give you my opinion, and I think that 
David Driscoll is an extreme ‘liberal, but he came with us and he 
worked very hard for us, and very openly, and threw a great deal of 
strength on our side, and I don’t believe that he subscribes to their 


philosophy, and he certainly did not work with them in this instance, 
in the guild. 


Mr. Arens. Agnes Eckhardt? 
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Miss Knigur. She was very much one of “We, the undersigned,” 
and she is a young writer but very definitely not pro-Communist, so 
far as I know, and very helpful to us. 

Mr. Arens. I did not mean in any sense to imply that she happened 
to be one way or the other, and I am just asking you questions about 
them; and I don’t want the record to reflect any implications by the 
mere fact that I call a name. 

Miss Knieur. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. She was in the blacklist committee, and got out, was 
she not? 

Miss Knicur. Yes, she was a member, and that has been a tactic 
of theirs, for a long while, and it has been to include people from our 
side, may I say, whenever possible, in a position in which we could 
protest ouany and do nothing. 

Mr. Arens. Robert Louis ‘Shayon? 

Miss eee At the general membership meeting at the Astor 
Hotel, at which this question of the Korean resolution was so violently 
discussed, Robert Louis Shayon made a most impassioned speech in 
which he called upon the members of the council to resign. There 
was no question about which side he was on, or what he was trying 
to bring about, and he wasn’t denouncing them and he was saying 
for the good of the guild they must resign, and he signed our petition 
and he was a member of “We, the undersigned,’ ’ and he didn’t want 
to take an active part because he had been named many of us think 
unjustly, in Red channels, with certain liberal affiliations. 

And I can give oan a personal opinion, based on such evidence as I 
have personally, I don’t believe he is a Communist. Nor do I believe 
that he would help these men in any effort to take over the guild. 
But that is only a personal opinion. 

Mr. Arens. We appreciate very much, indeed, your testimony and 
your cooperation with this subcommittee, and thank you very much. 

‘ou will be excused from your subpena. 

(Whereupon, at 1:27 p. m., a recess was taken until 1:30 p. m., of 

the same day, Saturday, April 28, 1951.) 
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SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION OF RADIO, TELEVISION, 
AND THE ENTERTAINMENT INDUSTRY 





THURSDAY, JUNE 7, 1951 


SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Security Laws 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
New York, N. Y. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 2804, 
Federal Building, Foley Square, New York, N. Y., Hon. Willis Smith 
presiding. 

Present: Senator Smith. 

Present also: Richard Arens, staff director; Donald D. Connors, Jr. 
investigator; and Edward R. Duffy, investigator. 

Senator Smirx. The hearing will come to order. 

Mr. Arens. The first witness is Mr. Welbourn E. Kelley. 


TESTIMONY OF WELBOURN E. KELLEY, NEW YORK 


Senator Smirx. Will you stand and raise your right hand? 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give in this 
inquiry by a duly constituted subcommittee of the United States 
Senate shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 

Mr. Keuuey. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Will you kindly state your full name and identify 
yourself by residence and occupation? 

Mr. Ketiey. Welbourn E. Kelley. I live at 150 East Ninty-third 
Street, New York City. Iam a professional radio writer, a contract 
writer. I have been in radio for 15 years; prior to that in newspapers. 

I have been in radio for 15 years, with the exception of the war 
years during which I had nothing to do with radio. Iwas in the Navy. 

Mr. ArEens. Could you, for the purpose of further identification of 
yourself, indicate a little more specifically some of the programs that 
you have written, or some of the work you have done in the field of 
radio, or are now doing? 

Mr. Kewuey. Certainly. I was on the staff of NBC. I was a 
senior writer ov the staff of NBC for 7 years prior to 1941, during 
which time I wrote such programs as the Magic Key of RC A, Battle 
of the Sexes, Lower Chamber Society of Basin Street , Metropolitan 
Opera—that is enough, isn’t it? That was prior to the war. 

When I was at NBC since the war, since 1946 or late 1945, I have 
been a free-lance contract writer. I have written such programs as 
Perry Mason, Cavalcade of America, Theater Guild, the Big Break, 
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King’s Row, which I am writing now, Grand Old Opry, which I em 
also writing now, and a number of others, but I think that is enough 
to establish it. 

Mr. Arens. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator SmitH. On the record. 

Mr. Ketuey. Would you like to ask me questions? 

Mr. Arens. Yes; I would prefer to proceed by question and 
answer, if you please. 

Mr. Kelley, this Internal Security Subcommittee at this time is 
concerned with the problem of Communist influence and penetration 
in the field of radio and television. 

In view of the fact that it is our understanding that you are a radio 
writer, and have information respecting the Radio Writer’s Guild, I 
ask you, first of all, to identify the Radio Writer’s Guild. 

Mr. Ketiry. The Redio Writer’s Guild is one of the member 
guilds of the Author’s League of America. The other guilds being 
the Dramatist’s Guild, the Author’s Guild, and, not a full member but 
associated, the Screen ‘Writer’s Guild. 

Mr. AreEns. Is the Television Writer’s also a unit of the Authors 
League of America? 

Mr. Ketiry. That is also a unit, although not yet an independent 
unit. It is in the process of formation. One of the reasons that it is 
not an independent guild has been the fear of the league that it will 
become Communist-dominated. 

I would like to explain that a little further, if I may. 

Under the constitution of the Radio Writers Guild, the Radio 
Writers Guild is responsible for all writers in radio and television. 

Mr. Arens. That is the bargaining unit; is that what you mean? 

Mr. Keuuey. That is right. There was this fear on the part of the 
Authors League that television writers would become Communist- 
dominated. So the league, which is the parent organization, has held 
the television writers as a separate entity not yet assigned to any 
particular field. 

Mr. Arens. Of which of these units within the Authors League of 
America are you a member? 

Mr. Ketiey. I am a member of Radio Writers Guild. I am also 
the founder of that guild. 

Mr. Arens. Are you associated in any way with the television 
writers? 

Mr. Ke.ury. Not officially, except that I have done a few tele- 
vision programs. Any members of the Authors League who writes a 
television program becomes a television writer. He doesn’t have to 
join anything necessarily, and there is no guild yet. When there is, 
he will be arbitrarily assigned to the Television Writers Guild. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly tell us, at your own pace, and in 
your own way, about the formation of the Radio Writers Guild, when 
it was formed and the structure of the organization? 

Mr. Keutey. I don’t have any records, but my memory is that it 
was 1939. The original founder was Kenneth Webb, who was with 
an advertising agency, B. B. D. & O., and who was a long-time member 
of the Authors League, Dramatists Guild of the Authors League. 

About 10 of us got together back in 1939, Kenneth Webb and my- 
self, and K. C. Moore, now deceased, and several others, and formed 
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the Radio Authors Guild as a part of it. Kenneth Webb was the 
first president. I was on the original council and was treasurer, as 
I remember. 

Mr. AreEns. What offices have you held in the Radio Writers Guild? 

Mr. Ketuny. Since that time, I have been a member of council, 
an automatic member of council. 

Mr. Arens. Is the council the governing body? 

Mr. Keutuery. Council is the governing body of the guild. There 
is the eastern region 

Mr. Arens. And is there a western region. 

Mr. Ketutey. Western and midwestern. 

In addition, for 2 years, from 1947 to 1949, I was eastern director 
of the guild, and I have been, for 4 years, a member of the council 
of the Authors League of America. 

Mr. ArENs. Have vou had occasion, in the course of your experi- 
ence as a member of the Radio Writers Guild, and as a member of the 
council of the Radio Writers Guild, to acquire information respecting 
a segment of the guild which would be termed the pro-Communist 
segment? 

Mr. Keuxey. I have. 

Mr. ARENS. Ww ould you just express yourself now, at your own 
pace, respecting the time at which you first became cognizant of the 
situation, and what the situation was, and how it has developed? 

Mr. Ketuy. When I came back to radio writing, in late 1945, from 
the Navy, I didn’t immediately become active in the guild again, 
but in 1946, I did. 

I noticed a number of changes in the guild, some of which I thought 
were for the good. There was greater activity on the part of the 
membership. There was more of a fighting spirit, labor-union fighting 
spirit. 

I became active in the guild. I became a member of the council in 
1946. In 1947, I was invited to run as a candidate for vice president 
of the eastern region. I didn’t want the job. I didn’t have time for it. 
Thad all the work I could do. I consented to run if there would be 
other candidates to run against me. Since I had been away for 5 years, 
and a lot of new membership had come into the guild, I didn’t ‘think 
I would win. 

Well, there was no other candidate placed in opposition against me, 
and I accepted. The statement was made at that time by the then 
vice president, Peter Lyon, that this was the more democratic way of 
electing officials because if we can hit on one candidate that everybody 
wante d, that was pure democracy. 

I became vice president. At the time I became vice president, I 
notified several members of the council and the leadership of the guild 
that I was anti-Communist. I had already begun to detect this trend 
of what I considered to be pro-Communist activity. Immediately 
after I was elected, I arranged a meeting with Sam Moore, who was 
then national president, and resident on the west coast, especially to 
discuss the political situation within the guild. 

We got nowhere. We talked for about 3 hours at the Lotus Club 
one night, and I saw that I could never agree with what Sam Moore 
stood for, no more than he could agree with what I stood for. He 
went back to the west coast, and I wrote him a long letter. Un- 
fortunately, I don’t have a copy of it. I have a copy of another letter 
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here which will substantiate it. At that time, I said that if the time 
ever came when it seemed to me that Communist philosophy was 
dictating the policy of the guild to the detriment of the guild, that they 
could not expect to use me for such a purpose, that I would resign and 
say why I resigned. 

There had been in the guild, very skillfully built up, an unwritten 
law that the word ‘“‘communism”’ was never to be mentioned in a 
meeting. Anybody who was so unwary or naive as to mention it, 
they were booed down. One of my first statements as vice president, 
my first statement as a matter of fact, was that I was not a Commun- 
ist and that I was anti-Communist. 

Mr. Arens. This is the period of about 1945? 

Mr. Ketury. This is 1947; November 1947, to be exact. I was not 
very active in 1946. I was just coming back in. 

We had just begun negotiations with the networks, at which time 
there was no Taft-Hartley law. We got a contract with the networks. 
All of our strike talk, all of our union-activity talk was if you haven’t 
got a guild shop you haven’t got anything. 

This statement was made at a rally by Richard Rogers, who was 
then Dick Rogers, vice president of the Authors League of America, 
who came to one of our meetings at the time we were contemplating 
strike against the networks to get the networks to negotiate with us. 

They did, and we got the contract. 

Then came the Taft-Hartley with the non-Communist affidavits as 
a part of compliance and certification. The pro-Communist element 
in the guild, which is very vocal and very articulate, and very intelli- 
gent, immediately decided that a guild shop wasn’t worth a damn 
anyway, we would not certify, we would strike the agencies and 
sponsors to get what we wanted without compliance and certifying 
under the Taft-Hartley law. 

Mr. Arens. You mean without having the officers sign the non- 
Communist affidavit under the Taft-Hartley Act? 

Mr. Ketuiey. That is right. 

That seemed to me in direct opposition to everything we had fought 
for, and I said so in the inner councils of the guild. We had a terrific 
wrangle about it. 

There were, at that time, four people who composed the national 
executive council, and they were the three vice presidents of the three 
regions. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly identify them by name, if the names 
come to your recollection? 

Mr. Ketuey. Myself, Welbourn Kelley, vice president of the east- 
ern region; Rhode Homgren, vice president of the midwestern region; 
and Sam Moore, vice president of the western region. Sam Moore 
having previously been national president, was now vice president of 
the western region. The president at that time was Eric Barnouw, 
the national president. 

We had interminable fights, the group of four, about whether or 
not to comply with the Taft-Hartley. 

Mr. Arens. Could you just pause there for a moment? Who was 
on what side of the Taft-Hartley fight at that time, in 1947? 

Mr. Ketuiey. Moore and Homgren were against it, Barnouw was 
neutral—I don’t know where he stood exactly—he would vote with 
me sometimes and against me sometimes, and I was in favor of com- 
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pliance because that was the only way under the law in-which the 
guild could get guild shop. 

This fight would go to the floor of membership meetings. We had, 
the membership had, at that time a membership of about 600 in the 
East, but unfortunately about 60 or 70 attended our membership 
meetings regularly. They were what you could call the pro-Com- 
munist group. 

They, again, were articulate and intelligent. They could pass 
almost anything they wanted to pass, and then I would have the 
job of going back to my council and to the national executive council 
and getting it undone and fighting to get a contract with the agencies 
and sponsors. 

The agencies and sponsors told us that they would not negotiate 
with us until and unless we did certify under the Taft-Hartley. They 
told us they would negotiate with us, and they gave us reason to 
believe we could get the kind of contract we wanted if we did ce rtify, 

After a long fight, it was agreed by the NEC, the national executive 
council, the four members I have me ntioned, that we would certify 
in order to get what we wanted. 

At this time, Eric Barnouw declared himself as being anti-Com- 
munist, and since that time he is anti; not that he was ever pro- 
Communist, I don’t mean to indicate that. 

We were in negotiation with the agencies and sponsors, all except 
five, five of the major companies—I believe Ford, Coco-Cola, General 
Mills, and a couple of others. We had reached an impasse in our 
negotiations, and Federal Mediator J. R. Mandelbaum was brought 
in. Mandelbaum assured us that the reason these five hold-outs, 
so-called, would not sit down with us was . ‘cause they had firm policies 
of negotiating only with certified unions.’ But that when and if we 
reached any agreement with the other agencies and sponsors, they 
would then comply. 

Mandelbaum said he would give us his assurance, as they had 
given him, and he was sure it would work out to that effect. The 
NEC, the four members, agreed that we would negotiate on that basis. 
Meanwhile, a group of the articulate pro-Communists held a secret 
meeting and came into a council meeting with a statement which 
they had adopted and signed, urging immediate strike, and had set 
the time for the strike. 

Their fight, I am convinced, their desire to strike, was simply to 
avoid complying with the Taft-Hartley. Any reasonable person 
knew that we would get what we wanted if we would go on and 
negotiate. 

We had quite a battling council meeting against this, and fortu- 
nately the west coast had not heard about this, they were not prepared 
to strike, so they voted against this strike called by this rump meeting, 
and thus we were able to stop the strike. 

Now, Mandelbaum told us, and we told them at the time, “If you 
pull a strike against these five people, we will not continue to negotiate 
with you. We will break off. We will get no contract.”” They said, 
“We want to strike anyway,” and some of them said at the time, 
“We don’t like the Taft-Hartley, and we would rather not have a 
contract than comply under the Taft-Hartley.”’ 

We finally managed to outvote them. We did negotiate, we do 
have the contract that we wanted. 
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I have here this statement adopted by this secret group with the 
names of those signing, if you wish to look at it. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you procure that statement which you 
now have in your hands? 

Mr. Ketuey. It was delivered to me by a member of this group. 
I was vice president at the time. They presented it to me at a council 
meeting. 

Mr. Arens. Who is it that delivered it to you? 

Mr. Keuury. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Arens. But you are sure, in your own recollection, it was 
delivered to you by a member of the pro-Communist group; is that 
correct? 

Mr. Ketiey. Yes. The secret meeting, I do know, was held at 
the home of Leon Meadow, whose name is on here. He might have 
given it to me, I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. And you are in a position to identify this document 
in your hand as a copy of—— 

Mr. Keuuey. This ts the original. 

Mr. Arens. This is the original document which was presented to 
you and identified by a member of the Radio Writers Guild as a state- 
ment of what we call the pro-Communist group? 

Mr. Keutxiey. The pro-Communist group. It was the subject of a 
council meeting. 

Mr. Arens. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the statement, having 
been identified, be accepted for filing. 

Senator Smiru. It will be so accepted. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any observations and comments respect- 
ing the statement? 

Mr. Keuuey. I think I have made the observation that I wish to 
make that the sole purpose of this was to, even at the expense of 
wrecking the guild, wrecking the guild’s chances of getting the con- 
tract, avoid certification and the non-Communist oath under the 
Taft Hartley. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Does that cover the period of 1947 
adequately? 

Mr. Keuuey. This is 1948. 

Mr. Arens. Does it cover it adequately from the standpoint of your 
testimony? 

Mr. Keuuiey. There are a couple of other things I would like to add, 
if I may. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir, proceed at your own pace. I assume we are 
proceeding now in chronological order. You have brought us up to 
1948. 

Mr. Ketitey. I am trying to. In March of 1948, we held a meeting 
of the aational executive council, the four members previously referred 
to, to fight out this whole battle of certification. The counsel of the 
Radio Writers Guild, at that time, and also of the Authors League, 
since deceased, was a man named Sidney Fleischer. Sidney was anti- 
Communist and was advising me on how to achieve this contract, 
helping me behind the scenes. 

At this NEC meeting, in March of 1948, at which several people 
had come from the west coast and some from the Midwest—I have 
the list of names of those that attended, if you want it—Sidney 
Fleischer said, ‘‘Let’s find out whether these people are actually against 
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the Taft-Hartley, or whether they are against something bigger than 
that, whether they are pro-Communist.”’ 

He drafted a resolution for me to offer at this meeting. At that 
time, as I recall, the Berlin airlift was in existence, March 1948. 
I don’t remember what it was that was causing a rather bad inter- 
national tension, but there was something and I think it was the 
airlift. 

I proposed this resolution, and I will read from the minutes. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly read the resolution? I observe, 
from seeing it at this distance, that it would not seem toolong. You 
proposed this resolution where? 

Mr. Keutury. At the meeting of the national executive council— 
I am sorry, at the Radio Writers, held at 6 East Thirty-ninth 
Street. 

Mr. Arens. In New York City? 

Mr. Keuuey. That is right. 

Mr. Arrens. And when was that that you proposed it? 

Mr. Keuiey. March 20, 1948. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly read the resolution, first of all, 
which you proposed? 

Mr. Kewuey (reading): 

Although the NEC is opposed to war and war-mongering wherever they may 
occur, resolve that when and if the United States Government proclaims a na- 
tional emergency or declares that this country is at war with any other country, 
the councils and membership of the Radio Writers’ Guild regions will request 
permission of the Authors League for the Radio Writers’ Guild to offer its services 
in the national interest. 

There is this one reference I would like to make in the minutes, 
and you may have the minutes if you like. After quoting the resolu- 
tion in the minutes, there is this remark: 

Mr. Kelley said that this resolution was intended to help us in meeting prob- 
lems that might come up in each region. Jim Hart said he could see no basis for 
such a resolution, that it was an additional bit of war-mongering itself, and that 
to anticipate an emergency is to increase the atmosphere. ‘‘This sort of resolu- 
tion cannot stay in this room.’’ The motion was not seconded. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Jim Hart? 

Mr. Ke.uey. Jim Hart, at that time, was a member of the council, 
eastern region, who attended these meetings. 

Do you want these? I marked a couple of things in here. Do 
you want this? 

Mr. Argens. We would like to receive them for the purposes of the 
committee files, if we may, and for further examination. I believe 
they are too voluminous to be incorporated in the record at this time. 

Mr. Ketuery. Shall I continue? 

Mr. Arens. If you please. 

Mr. Ketuny. As I say, we did get the contract we wanted after 
many fights. The contract is now in effect. My term as vice presi- 
dent expired, and I was elected to council. 

Mr. Arens. Could you give us an approximate date so that we 
have the chronology clear in the record? 

Mr. Ketury. It expired November 11, 1949. That was after a 
2-year period. I was a member of council. There came along the 
war in Korea, and I proposed to the council a resolution which has 
been made a part of this record, I understand, by Mr. Milton. I 
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am not sure I have the resolution. It simply pledged cooperation 
with the United States Government, provided the Authors League of 
America agreed. 

Korea was not mentioned in the resolution. There was a bitter 
argument about this resolution. One member of the council said 
that he would never vote for such a resolution because he had been 
informed by an official of the Department of Labor who had just 
returned from Korea that the sole purpose of American occupation in 
Korea was to smash Korean labor unions. 

Mr. Arens. Who was it that made that statement? 

Mr. Keutiny. That statement was made by a council member— 
Jack Bentkover. 

Mr. Arens. And do you have information respecting the official 
in the Department of Labor who made that statement? 

Mr. Keuuey. I do not. I didn’t ask him. 

Another one said we had no business in Korea. That was James 
Hart. Another said this is giving a blank check to the Government, 
and I wouldn’t give this Government a blank check on anything— 
Peter Lyon. 

Mr. Arens. You are attributing that last statement to Peter Lyon? 

Mr. Ketuey. Yes. The motion was tabled, and I asked at that 
time, “Is this motion being tabled because there is a comparatively 
small representation of council present?’’ We did have a quorum, 
naturally. I was told by Peter Lyon, who is a Jeader in the guild, 
that as far as he was concerned it was tabled indefinitely, it would 
never be brought up again. 

At that time, I resigned as a member of the council, saying that 
I did not wish to be considered a member of a body which would 
take or refuse to take such action. 

Mr. Armns. Have you had any active association with the guild 
since your resignation from the council? 

Mr. Kettey. I guess they still love me. They call me very often 
and I have loaned them some money recently, and I pay my dues. I 
haven’t attended a meeting, and T haven’t been active otherwise. 

Mr. Arens. Who in the guild, especially on the council or in official 
positions, from the standpoint of your background and experience, 
adhered to this pro-Communist clique in the euild? Whom could you 
identify? 

Mr. Kerry. I have already identified quite a few in this document 
here. Did you want this? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, that document now is exhibit 1 in the record. 
This is the statement which I understand you to have identified as 
the original which was handed to you by a member of the pro-Com- 
munist element in the council. 

Mr. Ketiey. That is correct. May I just make a statement here? 
In saying these things, and in mentioning names, I am not too keen 
about it. I don’t dislike any of these people personally, and I don’t 
wish them any harm. I know some of them have kids, and so on 
you know. 

The active leaders, from the standpoint of pro-Communist group, 
have been Peter Lyon, Sam Moore, Jule Font, Robert Cenedella,, 
Abram Ginnes, George Fass, Leon Meadow, Morton Green, Jim Hart, 
Philo Higley, Ernest Kinoy, Dave Kogan, Joe Liss, Ira Marion, Sig 
Miller, Norman Ober, Arnold Perl, Addie Richton, Howard Rodman, 
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Lillian Schoen, Lynn Stone, Tex Wiener. There may be others, but 
that is from memory. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information, from your experience as a 
radio writer, and as a council member of the Radio Writers Guild, 
respecting the slanting of radio or television scripts to the pro-Com- 
munist line by pro-Communist writers? 

Mr. Keturey. The only one I know of is the Cavalcade of America 
script on Francis Marion, and I understand it has already been entered 
in this record. 

Mr. Arens. Would you care to express yourself on that? 

Mr. Keutiry. My information came from Kenneth Webb, who, at 
that time, was supervisor of Cavalcade of America at B. B. D. & O. 
The editor was and is John Driscoll. 

[ staged a meeting with these two men. They are both friends of 
mine. This meeting was at the request of Peter Lyon who said he had 
been blacklisted by B. B. D. & O. and he didn’t know why. 

Mr. Arens. Would you identify that? 

Mr. Keutiey. Baton, Barton, Durstine & Osborne. 

Mr. Arens. What is that? Is that a company? 

Mr. Keuiey. God would strike you dead for saying that. 

Mr. Arens. Then, in effect, to use layman’s language, it is a booking 
agency for writers? 

Mr. Ketuey. No;it isarepresentative. It is an advertising agency 
for such sponsors as United States Steel, American Tobacco, and that 
is only the beginning. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir, if you will proceed. 

Mr. Keuuey. I was asked by Peter Lyon to find out why he was 
blacklisted by B. B. D. & O. in view of the fact that during the war, 
particularly, he had written a number of Cavalcade of America scripts. 

I had a luncheon with Kenneth Webb and John Driscoll and said, 
“Why is this man blacklisted?” And as is the usual thing in adver- 
tising circles, they started out by saying ‘‘not because he is a Com- 
munist, or not because we think he-is a Communist.”” They did then 
proceed to tell me that they had had trouble from a client, which is 
DuPont, about a script which Peter Lyon had written. My memory 
is that it is a script about Francis Marion in Swamp Fox, in which 
Lyon had likened Francis Marion to partisans of the present-day 
Tito in Yugoslavia. That was while the boys were still in love, 
before the break by Tito. And he had not been called back because 
his work was unsatisfactory. 

That, as far as I can recall, is the only specific example. I would 
like to point out here, Mr. Arens, that most writers don’t come in 
contact with other writers’ work. They do their own, and they go 
to rehearsals and performances if they have to. But it is rather 
unusual for them, except to listen on the air, to have anything to do 
with other writers’ work, except in cases where there are multiple 
writers on the show. 

Mr. Arens. We have received information in this record, thus far, 
Mr. Kelley, by some witnesses who have been testifying in other 
areas of this project, to the effect that there is a blacklisting or a 
discrimination against the anti-Communist element in the theater 
and in the actors profession. 

Is there a similar blacklisting or discrimination, to your knowledge, 
in the writing phase of this w ork? 
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Mr. Ketvey. I have heard of it, but I can’t say that of my own 
knowledge. 

Mr. Arens. You have no knowledge, of your own or experience 
of your own, in that respect? 

Mr. Keurey. I will be glad to say about what happened on the 
Big Show. 

Mr. Arens. What is the Big Show? 

Mr. Kétiey. An hour and a half radio program on NBC and 
the mistress of ceremonies is Tallulah Bankhead. 

I was engaged as one of five writers on this program, and I was the 
dramatic writer on the program. There were two dramatic writers 
and three comedy writers. 

Mr. Arens. Three comedy writers? 

Mr. Kertury. Three comedy writers. It turned out they were not 
doing enough work for two, dramatic work for two dramatic writers. 
They were not doing enough dramatic spots in the show for two 
dramatic writers. I was released. 

Two of the comedy writers were in this pro-Communist group, 
Mort Green and George Foster. I asked at the time I was given my 
notice, if the political fight within the guild had anything to do with 
the fact that I was elected for dismissal, or rather was told in a nice 
way that my work wasn’t necessary since, for the first four shows, 
I did all the dramatic work that was done on the show. I was assured 
that this had nothing to do with it, and I am not sure that it did. 
But I bring it up. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether Ernest Kinoy is affiliated with 
the television committee, this new television committee that is being 
set up? 

Mr. Ketury. I haven’t been active in that committee, so I can’t 
tell you. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting George Fass? 

Mr. Keuury. I have information concerning both of those names 
in the Radio Writers Guild. They have been very active pro- 
Communists in the Radio Writers Guild. 

I had a letter, I didn’t bring it with me, unfortunately, but as a 
member of the council of the Authors League, I had a letter from 
three writers who gave the address of 21 Monroe Street, and these 
three writers, signing jointly, said they understood the Authors 
League council was going to vote on a resolution of pledging the 
league and the guild to assist the Government in the Korean war. 

This letter was a long diatribe which was straight Communist 
Party line, saying why I should vote against any such resolution, 
that there was no war in Korea, and so on. I wrote them a rather 
nasty letter in reply. George Fass lives at 21 Monroe Street, which 
was the address given by these three writers. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting Abraham 
Ginnes, and his activities in connection with the Committee of Arts, 
Sciences, and Professions? 

Mr. Ketuey. I don’t recall that. It is quite possible. There 
were so many things that were done. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting Howard Rodman 
as to whether or not he is or has been affiliated with the pro-Com 
munist element in the Radio Writers Guild? 

Mr. Ketury. Actively, yes. 
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Mr. Arens. When you say yes, you mean, I assume, that he has 
been active in the pro-Communist group? 

Mr. Ketury. ‘To my knowledge, he has been active. All of them 
so named. 

Mr. Arens. Hector Chevigny? 

Mr. Keuuey. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any other comments which you feel are 
pertinent to make in connection with this inquiry? 

Mr. Keuuey. I will probably think of a million things when I leave 
here, but I can’t think of anything at the moment. The trouble with 
this is that it is so difficult to pin down facts. 1 know these people 
have been extremely active, and I know they represent the Com- 
munist Party lines, certainly. 

Mr. Arens. Is the pro-Communist element presently in control of 
the Radio Writers Guild? 

Mr. Keuuey. Yes, it is. Although it is a minority of the member- 
ship, it is a hard-working, again, meticulous. 

Mr. Arens. I meant from the standpoint of the council members 
and officers. 

Mr. Keuuiey. Of the officials; yes. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any other information which you think is 
pertinent to this inquiry which you should like to submit to the 
committee? 

Mr. Keuiey. There have been any number of motions at council 
and at membership meetings which bitterly denounce the American 
Legion, certain press organs of the Catholic Church, such as The 
Tablet in Brooklyn, because of their fights against communism. 

There have been any number of motions brought up in council 
which seem to be pro-Communist, a recent one being a motion at the 
membership meeting for the membership to support the fight to save 
Willie McGee, the Mississippi Negro who was recently executed and 
was a Communist Party symbol. 

On two or three occasions when I was vice president there were 
circulated around the council table, and I was asked to sign, the 
Stockholm Peace Appeal, Stockholm Peace, whatever it is. I didn’t 
sign it, of course. That is the only thing I can think of that is perti- 
nent right now, unless you have other questions. 

Mr. Arens. I just have this general question to ask you: You are 
an experie ‘nced man in the Radio Writers Guild, and have held these 
various posts which you have described, and are conversant in detail 
with the situation in the guild, but do you have any suggestions as to 
a remedy to meet this situation? 

Mr. Ketiny. Yes; 1 have. It is an aroused membership, that is, 
what we can do in the guild. Now, what the Congress of the United 
States can do in outlawing communism, I would not be prepared to 
say. 

But within the guild, as I have previously stated, the people who 
attend our membership meetings are 50, 60, or 70 of the same people. 
They are all pro-Communist; not all, necessarily, but the majority. 
They attend every meeting, and they know what is going on. 

Writers being a lonely group, as I said before, they don’t associate 
with each other as actors do because, as a rule, there is only one 
writer on the show, and they don’t see each other, except this pro- 
Communist group which seems to see each other all the time, which 
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seems to be friends with each other and hold the meetings and make 
plans. 

I think that the large majority of the Radio Writers Guild member- 
ship is anti-Communist. 

Mr. Arens. But apparently they are not in control. 

Mr. Keutiey. They are not in control and they are not active. 
They don’t attend meetings. They have allowed the union to slip 
out of their grasp through negligence and simply accepting whatever 
takes place. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any other comments you would like to 
make? 

Mr. Ketuny. At the time of resigning from the council, last June, 
I believe it was, there developed a fight within the Radio Writers’ 
Guild in which the issue was clear-cut communism versus Americanism. 

Unfortunately the majority of the membership didn’t show. The 
pro-Communists won the election and are now in control. 

I would like to point out that Eric Barnouw, our former national 
president and former eastern region vice president, also resigned 
because of Communist domination of the guild, as did Miss Daisy 
Amoury, a member of the council. Another resignation was that of 
James Taebel, who was eastern regional secretary and council attorney. 

We all agreed that the guild was being dominated by pro-Com- 
munists, and that we didn’t want to be associated with such @ group. 
After we resigned, the Communists waged a very excellent fight, and 
a successful fight, in which they elected a complete majority of the 
council of members of their group. That majority is now in control 
of the guild and runs the guild. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever had any conversation with Philo 
Higley respecting his attitude of defending the United States in the 
event of a conflict with Soviet Russia? 

Mr. Keuuey. I had, early in 1948. There again I was trying to 
find out who was on my side. I had a conversation with Philo 
Higley; I had him to dinner. Philo Higley was one of the early 
members of the Radio Writers Guild and a personal friend of mine. 
He was an officer in the Navy, as I was, and I thought that here was 
one vote in council that I could count on. 

Much to my surprise, I found that he seemed to follow pretty much 
the Communist philosophy, and he made a statement, startling me, 
that if this country should go to war with Russia, he did not know 
whether or not he would bear arms again for the United States, 

Mr. Arens. Are there any other comments you should like to 
make? 

Mr. Ketiey. A comment that several of the officials of the guild 
who are now in power have stated that they could not sign the 
Communist affidavit, among them being Peter Lyon, Sam Moore. 

Mr. Arens. You mean could not sign the non-Communist affidavit. 

Mr. Keuiey. Peter Lyon, Sam Moore, Howard Rodman. Those 
I have heard specifically say they would not and could not sign the 
affidavit. Others said they would not out of principle. I don’t 
know whether it was principle or not. 

Mr. Arens. We thank you, very much, for your appearance here 
today and your testimony. 

Senator Smirx. Thank you very much, Mr. Kelley. 


EAP IA Re AI in NLP ORB I TN AS RROD LD At PENI ERE ND OR i EES PSEA IOUS EEE BERNER ELBA NG ESA AR 00 A AT Bate 


4 
a 
i 








\e 


SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION OF RADIO, TELEVISION, AND 
THE ENTERTAINMENT INDUSTRY 





MONDAY, OCTOBER 22, 1951 


SuBCOMMITTER To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Security Laws, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 2:20 p. m., pursuant to call, in room 457, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Arthur V. Watkins, presiding. 

Present: Senator Watkins. 

Also present: Richard Arens, staff director; and Mitchel M. Carter 
and Edward R. Duffy, investigators. 

Senator Warkins. The committee will now be in session. 

Do you wish the witness to be sworn? 

Mr. Arens. The witness this afternoon, if the Senator please, is 
Mr. Peter Lyon, and I respectfully suggest that he be sworn at this 
time. 

Senator Warkins. Raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
the testimony you give in the matter now pending before this com- 
mittee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God? 


Mr. Lyon. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT C. LYON, JR. (PETER LYON), NEW YORK 
CITY, ACCOMPANIED BY BENEDICT WOLF, ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
NEW YORK, N., Y. 


Mr. Arens. Will you kindly identify yourself by name, residence, 
and occupation? 

Mr. Lyon. My name is Robert—my Christian name is Robert C. 
Lyon, Jr. I have been known since an extremely early age socially 
and professionally as Peter Lyon. My address is 316 West Seventy- 
ninth Street, New York City. My profession is radio writer. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mr. Lyon, in response to a 
subpena which we served upon you? 

Mr. Lyon. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. You are represented by counsel? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, I am. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest to the chairman that counsel 
identify himself for the record. 

Mr. Wotr. Benedict Wolf, 160 Broadway, New York City. 

Senator Watkins. You are a member of the bar association, I 
take it? 
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Mr. Wotr. A member of the bar of New York State. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly give us a brief résumé of your 
professional activities from the time you became an adult from the 
standpoint of the various places where you were employed, various 
professional activities which you have had? 

Mr. Lyon. Since leaving college most of my work has been as a 
radio writer. That is for the last 11 years or 12 years. 

Mr. Arens. What college did you attend, if you please? 

Mr. Lyon. Williams College. 

Mr. Arens. Where is that located? 

Mr. Lyon. Williamstown, Mass. 

Mr. Arens. Would you tell us, if you please, the various profes- 
sional connections which you have had since leaving college in the 
course of your work as a writer? 

Mr. Lyon. As I say, most of it has been in the field of radio. I 
also worked for about a year and a half at Time, Inc., on one of their 
magazines, the Architectural Forum. Very briefly I worked also for 
Time, Inc., writing for the film March of Time, but as I say, most of 
my work has been in radio. If you want a complete list of employers, 
that is quite a list. 

Mr. Arens. No; I didn’t suggest that we have a complete list. 
I thought perhaps you could identify certain particular affiliations 
that you have had, such as with some broadcasting company. 

Mr. Lyon. My scripts have been broadcast on all four of the major 
networks. Usually, however—I wouldn't say that usually is accurate. 
Sometimes it has been done directly for the network. Sometimes it 
has been done for employers apart from the networks, that is to say, 
sponsors, independent package producers or advertising agencies. 
Also during the. war I| wrote scripts for different Gov ernment agencies, 
the Office of War Information, the Coordinator of Inter-American 
Affairs, the Treasury. 

Mr. Arrens. With your affiliations with the Federal Government, 
with these agencies which you just alluded to, were you a full-time 
employee or were you just on a contractual basis? 

Mr. Lyon. I believe that the nature of my employment was on a 
per diem basis for the OWI, and with the others I had contracted on a 
per script basis. 

Mr. Argns. Have you always used the name Peter Lyon to identify 
your work or have you at times used nom de plumes in your work? 

Mr. Lyon. I don’t know that I have ever used any nom de plume, 
Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used the name Peter Ivy? 

Mr. Lyon. Peter Ivy? 

Mr. ArEns. Yes. 

Mr. Lyon. No. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used anv other surnames or names? 

Mr. Lyon. So far as I know I have never used any name other than 
Peter Lyon, and when I was working for the Government, because of 
the fact that my Christian name is Robert C. Lyon, Jr., I am not 
sure whether the Office of War Information checks were drawn to me 
under the name of Robert C. Lyon, Jr., or under the name of Peter 
Lyon. The Treasury scripts that I did ‘would have been done under 
Peter Lyon, Peter Lyon being the name I have always used pro- 
fessionally. 
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Mr. Arens. What is your connection at the present time pro- 
fessionally? 

Mr. Lyon. I am a free lance radio writer. 

Mr. Arens. And what scripts are you writing at the present time 
or are in the process of working on? 

Mr. Lyon. At this moment? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. Or in the recent past. 

Mr. Lyon. In the recent past? In the recent past I have prepared 
some scripts for the American Diabetes Association, scripts which are 
designed for broadcasting in conjunction with the Diabetes Asso- 
ciation’s annual detection drive, which takes place next month. That 
has been the work I have done most recently. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been identified or associated with any pro- 
fessional organizations of persons in your writing profession? 

Mr. Lyon. I am a member of the Radio Writers Guild. Is that 
what you mean? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Lyon. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been a member of the Radio 
Writers Guild? 

Mr. Lyoy. I am not sure if I remember exactly the date of my 
joining the Radio Writers Guild. It would have been, I should think, 
about 1941. 

Mr. Arens. Have you continued to maintain your membership 
in the guild? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Arens. Have you held any office in the Radio Writers Guild? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Argens. What office have you held? 

Mr. Lyon. I was vice president for the eastern region of the guild, 
elected in November of 19438, to serve a term of l vear. In 1944 I was 
elected the national president of the guild, to serve a term of 1 vear. 
In 1945 I was again elected a vice president of the eastern region of the 
guild, to serve a term of 2 years. 

Mr. Argens. Have you ever served on the regional council of the 
guild in addition to holding the offices that you have alluded to? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, I have. I was first elected to the council of the 

‘astern region I believe in 1942, and I was again elected after my 
te rm as vice president had expired in 1947 for a term of 2 years, and 
I was reelected in 1949 to serve another 2-year term, which will 
expire this November. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been a member of any other professional 
organizations of that character? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes. 1 was for a time a member of the American 
Newspaper Guild. 

Mr. Arens. Did you hold office in the American Newspaper Guild? 

Mr. Lyon. No; I did not. 

Mr. Arens. Weren’t you also connected with the Authors League 
of America? 

Mr. Lyon. The Authors League of America is the parent body of 
the Radio Writers Guild. 
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Mr. Arens. Weren’t you also connected with the parent body as 
distinguished from the Radio Writers Guild? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Arens. Would you tell us about your connection with that, if 
you please? 

Mr. Lyon. Technically, writers joined the Authors League of 
America and are assigned by them to the guild in which their writing 
activity takes place, so my membership would have been in the 
Authors League more precisely than in the Radio Writers Guild, if 
you follow me. My length of membership is therefore coequal, and 
I was elected to the council of the Authors League, I am sorry I don’t 
remember when, and I was elected secretary of the Authors League, 
which should be made distinct from executive secretary. The 
position is re an honorary position. 

Mr. Arens. You were the national secretary of the Authors League, 
were you not? That was the title? 

Mr. Lyon. I think the title was secretary. 

Mr. Arens. Secretary. 

Mr. Lyon. I believe so. 

Mr. Arens. Do you recall the year in which you held that office? 

Mr. Lyon. I don’t; no. I can give it roughly, which is only to 
indicate how unimportant a job it is. It would have been, I suspect, 
about 1947 to 1949. I am not sure. It was a 2-year term, and 
I believe it was 1947 to 1949. I also served on the council of the 
Authors League. I was most recently elected in 1949, and my term 
expires in ee of this year. 

Mr. Arens. Have you belonged to or do you now belong to any 
other cetuhadiell groups of this character? 

Mr. Lyon. None that I can think of. 

Mr. Arens. Let me suggest a few of them. Have you been a 
member of Actors’ Equity? 

Mr. Lyon. No. Iam not an actor. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been a member of the American Federation 
of Radio Artists? 

Mr. Lyon. No; I have not. 

Mr. ARENS. Your experience and | your professional associations have 
been all in the writing field; is that correct? 

Mr. Lyon. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. I would like to make a statement, if the chairman 
please, to enlighten the witness as to the reason for his presence here 
today. 

Senator Watkins. You may do so. 

Mr. Arens. The Internal Security Subcommittee has over the 
course of many months been accumulating information from many 
witnesses in the field of radio and television, and your name has been 
mentioned by one or more witnesses in connection with the inquiry. 
In order that the Internal Security Subcommittee may proceed in its 
inquiry here as objectively as possible, we have undertaken, so far 
as it is practicable, to afford the persons whose names have been 
mentioned an opportunity to be confronted with the material which 
is in the record of the subcommittee so that the individual will have 
an opportunity to express himself thereon. 

Mr. Wor. May I ask a question? 

Mr. AreEns. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Wotr. Are you going to state for the record what the purpose 
of the i mteey is? 

Mr. Arens. I thought I just did. I may not have made it clear. 

Mr. Wotr. You said you are making an inquiry into this field. 

Mr. Arens. This is the Internal Sec urity Subcommittee before 
which you are appearing now, which has been making inquiry with 
respect to any subversive influences in the field of television and 
radio. Perhaps I did not make that clear in my statement. 

Senator Wavkrins. Not only that, but this committee is charged 
with investigation of the operation of the so-called antisubversive 
act, known as the McCarran Act, and our job is to check into various 
fields to see if there has been subversive infiltration in this field or 
that field or the other. In the course of that investigation many 
names are mentioned to us, and that is how your name happened to 
be mentioned. Some witnesses have identified you, apparently, in 
connection with some organizations that are under investigation. It 
is carrying out the resolution of the Senate adopted in the matter 
and also the act itself, which calls for these investigations. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Norman Corwin? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes; I know Norman Corwin. 

Mr. Arens. What has been your association or connection with 
Mr. Corwin, if you please? 

Mr. Lyon. Social to some limited extent. That is to say, I have 
occasionally seen him around restaurants and things like that. And 
also to a very limited extent on a professional basis within the Radio 
Writers’ Guild. 

Mr. Arens. Would you elaborate, if you please, what your asso- 
ciation, affiliation, or activities- 

Mr. Lyon. Excuse me. I should also say that there was one 
professional relationship that I had with Norman Corwin. During 
the war he and I both worked on bond-drive shows. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Louis Budenz? 

Mr. Lyon. Mr. Arens, this kind of a question I think I had better 
answer this way: There are some questions which you may be asking 
me in the course of this testimony which involve areas which because 
of the—unfortunately, to my mind—changed world situation will 
lead me to invoke the rights and privileges extended to me by the 
Constitution, specifically under the first and fifth amendments; and 
this is one such question. My answer is that, because of the reasons 
I have just mentioned, I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a man by the name of Louis Budenz? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Lyon. I stand on the answer that I gave to the previous ques- 
tion. 

Senator Watkins. You think, if you answer whether or not you 
know Louis Budenz, the answer to that question might give evidence 
that would tend to incriminate you? Is that the idea? That is the 
substantive ground under which you might claim privilege under the 
fifth amendment? 

Mr. Lyon. My understanding of the fifth amendment also is that 
it is designed to protect me from groundless prosecution. 

Senator Warkins. I don’t know that the amendment protects 
you from prosecution, but it is an amendment to protect you from 
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having to testify against yourself, to furnish evidence against yourself, 
as I understand the purpose of that. 

Mr. Lyon. Therefore, to furnish evidence which might lead toward 
prosecution. 

Senator Watkins. Whatever would incriminate you. Would the 
fact that you knew him, in your opinion, be 

Mr. Lyon. I must stand on the answer I have given, Senator. 

Senator Warxrins. I understand, but we also have a right to find 
out, because ordinarily you are required to answer for this committee 
any proper questions, and I want to know exactly the ground 

Mr. Lyon. My grounds are as I stated them. 

Senator Warkrins. I know, but you have a belief that it would 
incriminate you—is that your feeling—if you testified as to whether 
you know him or didn’t know him? Obviously, if you don’t have any 
feeling in that respect, then you should answer. 

(Witness conferring with the attorney.) 

Senator Warkins. The record may show the witness is in conference 
with his lawyer. 

Mr. Lyon. My feeling is that it is within the area of the protection 
of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Warxrns. You have the right to claim that, and we also 
have a right to have you testify if we believe you are claiming it 
improperly. I direct you now to testify and answer that question. 

(Witness conferring with attorney.) 

Mr. Lyon. I must stand on my previous answer. 

Senator Warkins. The record will show that you have been ordered 
and that you refused to answer. 

Mr. Arens. May the record show, Mr. Chairman, that, in the course 
of this interrogation with reference to the questions which just trans- 
pired, the witness has been in consultation with counsel. 

Senator Warkins. It may soshow. Of course, I take it for granted 
there would be no dispute about that because that is the reason 
counsel is here. 

Mr. Wo tr. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Lyon, were you ever a member of the OWI staff, 
Office of War Information staff? 

Mr. Lyon. I think I indicated that I had been employed by the 
Office of War Information; yes. 

Mr. Arens. In what division were you engaged? 

Mr. Lyon. I believe it was the Overseas Radio Division. 

Mr. Arens. What period of time was that? 

Mr. Lyon. If my memory serves, Counselor, it was from the fall of 
1942 until the spring of 1944, roughly. I may be in error on the 
seasons of the year. That is the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Arens. The Daily Worker, the east coast Communist news- 
paper for April 22, 1946, page 4, column 5, reported that Peter Lyon 
was one of a group of people in the cultural field who urged a gigantic 
turn-out at the May Day parade. Are you in a position to affirm or 
deny that statement? 

Mr. Lyon. What date was this? 

Mr. Arens. April 22, 1946. 

Mr. Lyon. The inquiry relates to a publication which has been 
stigmatized as subversive, and therefore I will again invoke my 
rights under the first and fifth amendments and decline to answer the 
question. 





8 


n 


it 


he 


en 
ny 
he 


SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION 95 


Senator Warxkins. No matter what kind of paper it appeared in, 
you are being interrogated about a statement, not about a paper. 
It seems to me that you could answer whether you did or you did not, 

Mr. Arens. Urge a turn-out at the May Day parade. 

Senator Warkins. You understand by the May Day parade that 
that is the annual day for labor, and who else is it? 

Mr. Arens. It is the annual Communist parade. 

Senator Warkins. The annual Communist parade. 

Mr. Arens. May I pose the question this way: Did you in 1946 
urge a gigantic turn-out at the May Day parade? 

Mr. Lyon. I must stand on the same answer, Counselor. 

Senator Watkins. You are directed by the chairman of the commit- 
tee and ordered to answer that question. I can’t see that it would 
incriminate you whether you did or you did not. You might have 
been urging them to appear to watch the parade rather than to take 
part in it. 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Lyon. I am sorry; | must stand on my previous answer, 
Senator. 

Senator Watkins. The record has been made. 

Mr. Arens. Did you write a documentary for the CBS in the 
course of the last year or so? 

Mr. Lyon. In the course of the last year or so? I have written 
documentaries for CBS. 

Mr. Argens. When was the last one you wrote for CBS? 

Mr. Lyon. To the best of my knowledge it would have been in the 
spring of 1950. 

Mr. Argens. What was the title of that documentary? 

Mr. Lyon. I should know the title, shouldn’t 1? I remember the 
subject was the United States Congress. ‘The title I don’t remember. 

Mr. Arens. I didn’t mean to be impertinent by asking something 
that the witness wouldn’t recall in asking for the title. I meant just 
how would you designate it. It was with respect to the United 
States Congress? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you wrote the documentary? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. When was that broadcast? 

Mr. Lyon. As I say, if my memory serves, it was in the spring of 
1950. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been on the faculty of any school? 

Mr. Lyon. None that I remember. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been the adviser on any faculty of a 
school? 

Mr. Lyon. If I have, I have forgotten it. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been one of the faculty and advisers 
of the School of Political Action Techniques in 1946? 

Mr. Lyon. I don’t remember performing any function of a member 
of the faculty or even of an adviser to the faculty in such a school. 

Mr. Arens. Would it prompt your recollection to suggest that it 
was the School of Political Action Techniques held in 1946 by the 
National Citizens Political Action Committee? 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Lyon. It doesn’t assist my memory; no. 





96 SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION 


Mr. Arens. In 1949 did you have occasion to sign a telegram and 
did you sign a telegram to the Attorney General with reference to the 
11 Communist Party leaders who had been convicted of violation of 
the Smith Act? 

Mr. Lyon. In view of the general political situation today, Mr. 
Arens, I must decline to answer that question, too, invoking my 
privileges under the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Senator Watkins. I fail to see how it could possibly incriminate 
you to say whether or not you had signed a telegram, which you have 
a perfect right to do if you wish to do so. I order and direct you to 
answer the question. 

(Witness conferring with the counsel.) 

Mr. Lyon. I must stand on my previous answer, Senator. 

Senator Watkins. The record has been made. It shows that you 
refused. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had occasion to become acquainted with 
the article appearing in the American Legion magazine for December 
1950 entitled ‘‘How the Reds Invaded Radio’’? 

Mr. Lyon. I didn’t hear the question. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had occasion to become acquainted with the 
article which appeared in the American Legion magazine under date 
of December 1950 entitled “‘How the Reds Invaded Radio’’? 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. I think the record should show in each instance, if the 
chairman please, when the witness confers with his counsel. 

Senator Watkins. The record may show that the witness took time 
to confer with his counsel. 

Mr. Lyon. I am not sure if I am familiar with the article that you 
mentioned. I may have seen it. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used the name Peter Ivy? 

Mr. Lyon. No. Didn’t I answer that question before? 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever signed the name Peter Ivy to any 
articles? 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Lyon. For reasons previously stated, I must decline to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Arens. You said a little while ago that you had never used 
the name Peter Ivy—— 

Mr. Lyon. What was your most recent question? 

Mr. Arens. I will conduct the interrogation. You said a little 
while ago that you had never used the name Peter Ivy, and then 
when I asked you whether or not vou had ever signed your name to 
articles as Peter Ivy, you have undertaken here now to decline to 
answer. What is the basis for that? 

Mr. Lyon. It is my belief that the question you most recently asked 
me will take me into an area which might subject me to prosecution, 
and therefore I decline to answer the question, invoking then my 
rights under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. What distinction do you make in your own minds 
between the answer to the question as to whether or not you had ever 
gone under the name of Peter Ivy and the question as to whether or 
not you had ever signed your name to articles as Peter Ivy. 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 
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Mr. Lyon. | must stand on my answer, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arrens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer this question at his peril. 

Mr. Lyon. Mr. Senator, may I ask a question? 

Senator Warkrins. You may make an observation. You may ask 
a question. I don’t know whether it will be answered or not. The 
committee is not here to answer questions 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, | understand. 

Senator Warkins. Unless it feels it is its responsibility to enlighten 
vou on something that you don’t understand. If you wish to ask it, 
you go ahead. 

' Mr. Lyon. No, never mind. 

Senator Warkins. Under the circumstances I fail to see any basis 
for the claim that vou have just made for protection under the fifth 
amendment, and you are directed and ordered by the chairman of 
the committee, in behalf of the committee, to answer the question. 

Mr. Lyon. It is my understanding that the widest latitute is shown 
to a witness’ rights to judge for himself when questions may be getting 
into an area which could tend to incriminate him or could lead to 
possible prosecution in the sense that he would be testifving against 
himself, and I very respectfully therefore must decline to answer 
the question put to me on those grounds. 

Senator Warkins. The record will show what your answer is in 
response to the direction of the chairman to answer. 

Mr. Arens. You understand, do vou not, Mr. Lyon, that your 
refusal to answer a question is at your peril? 

Senator Warkins. At the peril of probably being prosecuted for 
contempt of the committee. 

Mr. Arens. Do you understand that? 

Mr. Lyon. IT understand that my rights under the fifth amendment 
cuarantee that I should not be required to testifv against mvself 

Mr. Argens. That isn’t the question. Do ‘vou understand that 
your declination LO answer these questions is a choice Vou make + 
your peril? , 

Mr. Lyon. Will the record show I am going to consult with my 
counsel. 

Senator Warkins. It may show that, of course. 

Witness conferring with counsel. 

Mr. Lyon. Is there a question at the moment directed to me? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

The question was read by the reporter as follows: ‘Do vou under- 
stand that vour declination to answer these questions is a choice vou 
make at vour peril?’’) 

Mr. Lyon. Yes. 

Senator Warkins. And notwithstanding that, vou refuse to answer 
on the ground that a truthful answer might incriminate you? 

Mr. Lyon. I stated my reasons. 

Senator Warkins. That is the substance, is it not? You under- 
stand that to be the substance of the grounds on which 

Mr. Lyon. It might tend to incriminate me, yes. 

Senator Warkins. If vou do not understand what the fifth amend- 
ment is about, we don’t know whether your answer is contemptuous 
or Whether vou have an honest belief. 
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Mr. Lyon. I have the honest belief, sir, or I wouldn’t invoke the 
right. 

Mr. Arens. What do you honestly believe? Do you honestly 
believe the answer to the question which you have declined to answer, 
if given truthfully, would tend to cause yourself to be placed in jeop- 
ardy from the standpoint of a criminal prosecution? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Do you recall a production by Norman Corwin en- 
titled ‘‘Passport for Adams’’? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What, if anything, did you do to promote that produc- 
tion? 

Mr. Lyon. I can’t remember everything done to promote it or 
having done anything. 

Mr. Arens. Did you ever make a speech on behalf of it? 

Mr. Lyon. I don’t. recall having done so. 

Mr. Arens. Do you recall making a speech to certain persons in 
which you said in effect, “If the CBS had received merely a thousand 
of your letters, this, the best and most significant program on the air, 
could have been saved,” with reference to Corwin’s production of 
‘*Passport for Adams’’? 

Mr. Lyon. I don’t recall making such a statement as that; no 

Mr. Argens. Was Passport for Adams a production which was at 
one time on CBS? 

Mr. Lyon. I believe it was. 

Senator Warkrns. Had you read the script prior to the production’ 

Mr. Lyon. It is my memory that Passport for Adams was a weekly 
program that went on more than once, that is to say, I don’t remember 
reading the scripts. 

Senator Watkins. Did you have anything to do with its produc- 
tion? 

Mr. Lyon. No, sir. It was written, as [ understand it, by Norman 
Corwin. 

Senator Warkins. You admitted that vou know him? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes; I know Norman Corwin. 

Senator Watkins. You admitted that you did. How well do you 
know him? 

Mr. Lyon. I know him well enough to call him by his first name. 

Senator Watkins. Do you live in the same neighborhood? 

Mr. Lyon. No; [ don’t. I believe he lives in Hollywood at the 
moment. I am not sure. I haven’t seen him for some years. 

Mr. Arens. Were you ever radio director for the Congress of Indus- 
trial Organization production? 

Mr. Lyon. No; I wasn’t the director. 

Mr. Arrens. What were you? 

Mr. Lyon. I wrote scripts and was an associate producer of the 
program. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time? 

Mr. Lyon. It was a program with which I was involved during the 
war. I don’t remember the dates with accuracy. It seems to me 
that it must have begun its term of broadcast in the spring of 1942 
and must have continued for the duration of the war and probably 
thereafter. Yes; thereafter it would have continued through 1946, 
anyway, I guess. J don’t remember specifically. 


tall et de AS 








in 
nd 


ni’? 
chy 
er 


uCc- 


Lai 


you 
me 
the 


lus- 


the 


the 
me 
1942 
ably 
946, 


SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION 99 


Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the executive com- 
mittee of the Radio Division of the Independent Citizens Committee 
of Arts, Sciences, and Professions? 

Mr. Lyon. This is another one of the organizations which has been 
stigmatized as subversive, and for that reason I must stand on the 
answer I gave previously, counselor, to invoke my rights under the 
fifth amendment and dec ‘line to auswer. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact that you were a member of 
the executive committee of the radio division of the Independent 
Citizens Committee of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions in 1945, 
and ask you to affirm or deny that fact. 

Mr. Lyon. I must stand on my previous answer. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been affiliated or a member of the 
National Negro Congress? 

Mr. Lyon. That is another one of the organizations which has been 
stigmatized as subversive and for that reason I must also decline to 
answer the question, on the grounds previously stated. 

Senator Warkins. Do you have the feeling that if you should 
admit to membership in that organization it would tend to incriminate 
you? 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Lyon. I must stand on the answer that I gave previously, 
Senator. 

Senator Watkins. Even to the question that I have asked? 

Mr. Lyon. Sir? 

Senator Warkins. Even to the question that I just asked you? 

Mr. Lyon. Wasn’t my answer to the previous question sufficient? 

Senator Warkins. But I am asking you a question. I asked you 


_do you have a belief or a feeling that if you should admit membe rship 
}in an organization of that kind that that might tend to incriminate 


you? 

Mr. Lyon. In this present period, sir, when organizations such as 
this have been stigmatized as subversive, I feel that it might tend to 
incriminate me to answer the question, yes. 

Senator Warkins. That is what I wanted to know, to see just 
what the basis of your understanding is. 

Mr. Lyon. Yes. 

Mr. Argens. I put it to you as a fact that you were a member of 
the advisory council of the People’s Radio Foundation, and ask you 
to affirm or deny that fact. 

Mr. Lyon. This is again one of the organizations which has been 
stigmatized as subversive and for the same reasons mentioned before 
I decline to answer this question, too. 

Mr. Arens. By stigmatized I assume you mean cited by the Attor- 
ney General of the United States as a subversive organization, is 
that correct? 

Mr. Lyon. That is correct, either by the Attorney General’s Office 
or by other responsible Government committees. 

Mr. Argens. Do you know Howard Fast? 

Mr. Lyon. I know Howard Fast, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you ever work with him professionally? 

Mr. Lyon. That is a vague question, Mr. Arens. Could you be a 
little more specific about what you mean? 
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Mr. Arens. You be specific in what instances you have cooperated 
or collaborated with Howard Fast in any professional work. 

Mr. Lyon. I have never collaborated with Howard Fast that I 
know of. 

Mr. Arens. Isn’t it a fact that you and Howard Fast wrote together 
a special sketch to be presented at a rally honoring the Reichstag fire 
trial in Carnegie Hall, New York City, on December 22, 1943? 

Mr. Lyon. Again, sir, and for the reasons that I have previously 
given, I must decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us the instances, then, in which you collaborated 
with Howard Fast in some of your professional work. 

Mr. Lyon. As I say, I don’t remember having collaborated with 
Howard Fast. If I can expand on that answer, I will. For a time 
he worked for the Office of War Information, as I did. It was in the 
same department. Wenever collaborated. We were never associated 
on any specific script that I know of. 

Mr. Arens. What organizations do you prese ntly belong to? 

Mr. Lyon. Organizations of what character? 

Mr. Arens. Just tell us the names of the organizations that you 
belong to. 

Senator Warkrns. It is a general question and covers a wide field. 

Mr. Lyon. It covers a very wide field. 

Senator Warkins. That is all right. That is what we want to 
know. You have plenty of time. We can listen. If it is a long list, 
we will take the time to listen. 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Lyon. Unless you can make your question more specific, I am 
afraid I shall have to decline to answer for the reasons that I have 
previously given. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer the question posed to him. 

Senator Warxins. I realize it is a general question, but I think that 
the witness is intelligent enough to know whether he belongs to an 
organization or he doesn’t, and he probably remembers the names of 
them. I direct you to answer them. 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Lyon. Could I have the question read back to me, not the 
Senator’s question, but the question that you are directing me to 
answer at the moment? 

(The reporter read from his notes as follows: ‘What organizations 
do you presently belong to?’’) 

Mr. Lyon. The question is so broad, so general, so inclusive, that 
I am afraid I must decline to answer it on the grounds I have pre- 
viously stated. 

Senator Warkins. You understand what is meant by the word 

‘organization”’; don’t you? 

Mr. Lyon. I think 1 know what organization means. 

Senator Watkins. The generally accepted meaning. 

Mr. Lyon. As generally accepted. 1 think I would have difficulty 
in trying to give the dictionary definition. 

Senator Watkins. Do you belong to any organizations? 

Mr. Lyon. I testified IT belong to the Radio Writers’ Guild. 

Senator Warkins. Do you belong to any others? 

Mr. Lyon. That is a very broad question, sir. 
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Senator Watkins. Yes; it is, and not knowing how many you 
belong to, you are the man who has the information, and we ‘don’t, 
probably. If you do belong to others I do not see any reason why 
you should not say so. If there are any of them that you think might 
incriminate you, by belonging to it, you can leave those out. | will 
instruct you to that extent. 

Mr. Lyon. Just a moment. 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Mr. Lyon. Among others, I believe the Gargoyle Alumni <Asso- 
ciation. 

Senator Watkins. You might describe that a little better. 

Mr. Lyon. Gargoyle is the senior honorary society at Williams 
College. I belong to my college fraternity, Delta U psilon, among 
others; as I previously stated I belong to the Radio Writers’ Guild of 
the Authors’ League of America, Inc., among other organizations. 

Senator Watkins. Do you belong to any other organization that 
you haven’t named? 

(Witness conferring with counsel.) 

Senator Watkins. We are at least getting the field limited. 

Mr. Lyon. I must decline to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Senator Watkins. In other words, we are getting into territory on 
which you don’t wish to tread. 

Mr. Lyon. That is correct. 

Senator Warkins. All right, the record will show that you are 
directed and ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Lyon. And I must stand on my previous answer for the reasons 
previously given. 

Senator Warkins. That is, you decline to answer th: at question 
truthfully on the ground it might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Lyon. Might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Warkins. You claim the protection of the fifth amend- 
ment? 

Mr. Lyon. That is correct. 

Senator Warkins. All right, that makes it clear what you are 
claiming. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a sponsor of ve: ‘itizens Non-Partisan Com- 
mittee for the Reelection of Benjamin J. Davis to the New York City 
Council in 1945? 

Mr. Lyon. For the same reasons I again invoke the fifth amend- 
ment, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact that you were a ene of the 
Citizens oe artisan Committee for the Reelection of Benjamin J. 
Davis to the New York City Council in 1945 and ask you to affirm or 
deny that fact. 

Mr. Lyon. I must stand on my previous answer. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact that you were a sponsor of the 
Bill of Rights Conference in 1949, held under the auspices of the Civil 
Rights Congress, and ask you to affirm or deny that fact. 

Mr. Lyon. Again, Mr. Arens, I must for the same reasons previously 
stated decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact that you were a supporter and 
sponsor of the Citizens U nited to Abolish the Wood-Rankin Commit- 
tee in 1946, and ask you to affirm or deny that fact. 
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Mr. Lyon. For the same reasons I must decline to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to affirm or deny 
that fact, that in 1949 you were a signer of a telegram to the Attorney 
General of the United States in behalf of the 11 communist leaders. 

Mr. Lyon. I think you have asked that question already, haven’t 
you? In any event, for the same reasons I decline to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact, that you were a member of the board of directors of Inde- 
pendent Citizens Committee of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions in 
1946. 

Mr. Lyon. For the same reasons, Mr. Arens, I decline to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been associated with PAX Productions? 

Mr. Lyons. PAX Productions is also one of the organizations which 
has been stigmatized as subversive, Mr. Arens, and again for the same 
reasons I must decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Lyon, have you ever been affiliated with People’s 
Radio Foundation? 

Mr. Lyon. For the same reasons I must decline to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact that in 1947 you were a member 
of the board of directors of the Progressive Citizens of America and 
ask you to affirm or deny that fact. 

Mr. Lyon. For the same reasons as previously noted I must decline 
to answer the question. 

Mr. Arens. What was the Salute to Jo, dinner in 1947? Does 
that prompt any recollection to your mind? 

Mr. Lyon. Not offhand. It sounds like something to do with the 
Fourth of July. 

Senator Warktns. Just a moment. You think*that does? 

Mr. Lyon. Salute. A rocket, you know. 

Senator Warkins. Salute to Jo? Isn’t that what vou said? 

Mr. Arpns. Yes, sir. 

“Tave you been affiliated with the Veice of Freedom Committee? 

Mr. Lyon. The Voice of Freedom Committee? The Voice of 
Freedom is stigmatized as a subversive publication, I believe, and for 
the same reasons as previously noted I must decline to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any recollection of making some speeches 
about colonization of American radio back in 1943 

Mr. Lyon. Colonization of American radio? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Lyon. I have no such recollection; no, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Would it prompt your recollection to suggest that you 
were a spokesman for the Communist commission directing the coloni- 
zation of American radio in 1943? 

Mr. Lyon. The question involves answering about an organization 
which has been cited as subversive and for the same reasons I must 
decline to answer your question. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been affiliated with an organization 
known as the New Institute for Films, Radio, and Stage? 
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Mr. Lyon. New Institute for Films, Radio, and Stage? (Referring 
to books.) The New Institute? 

Mr. Argns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lyon. I have no memory of such a connection. 

Mr. Arens. Would it prompt vour recollection to suggest that you 
were listed in the official catalog of that institute as one of the advisers? 

Mr. Lyon. Of the New Institute of 

Mr. Arens. New Institute for Films, Radio, and Stage 

Mr. Lyon. It does not prompt my memory; no. [I am not famuliar 
vith the organization, [ can’t recollect ever having heard it before 

Mir. Argens. Did you ever hear of the radio commission of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Lyon. For reasons previously stated I must decline to answer 
that question. 

Senator Warkins. You have a feeling, do vou, 
hearing about it might incriminate you, to a 
heard of it? 

Mr. Lyon. It seems to me, Senator, that the question is one of 
onceivably a series of questions which might well lead me to an 
area in which I might tend to incriminate myself, 

Senator Warkins. You realize your duty as an American citizen 
I take it vou are an American citizen? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, I am. 

Senator Warkins. Is to aid and assist this committee wherever 
vou can and give us such information as vou can give. 

Mr. Lyon. Wherever I can, I most certainly will, sir. 

Senator Warkins. I fail to see how the fact that you heard of a 


rroup could possibly incriminate you. I have heard of a lot of them, 
and I hope because I heard of them ] am not incriminated. Even 
by the most general marshaling of the facts could I ever in any sense 
be guilty of anything. Of course, I don’t think it amounts to much 
one wav or the other whether vou have heard of it or wheth you 
didn’t. Of course if vou are going to claim vou can’t admit whether 


you have heard of it or not-—-vou still stand on your answer? 

Mr. Lyon. I must stand on my previous answers. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man named Bob Newman? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, I know him very well. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you known him? 

Mr. Lyon. T should think T have known him for about 10 years 

Mr. Arens. Did vou serve with Bob Newman in the Radio Writers 
Guild? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes 

Mr. Arens. Where all have you gone with Bob Newman? 

\Ir. Lyon. Sir? 

Mr. Arens. Where all have you traveled with Bob Newman? 

Mr. Lyon. Where all have I traveled with him? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Lyon. You mean outside of New York City? 

Mr. Arens. No, in New York City. Where did you and Bob 
Vewman go together? 

Mr. Wo xr. Senator, may I have the right to place an objection 
n the record? 

Senator Warkins. We don’t permit that, counsel. This is purely 
an investigation 
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Mr. Lyon. I think I can make my own objection to that. It is 
an awfully general 

Mr. Arens. Where did you and Bob Newman hang out together? 

Mr. Lyon. He is a man I have known for 10 years. Where have 
I been hanging out with him? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Lyon. I have gone to guild meetings with him. I presumably 
have had drinks with him here and there. This is a very broad ques- 
tion. 

Senator Warkins. It is, and you can give a very broad answer. 

Mr. Lyon. That is a very broad answer. I have had drinks with 
him. Ihave had meals with him. I have been at his house. He has 
been at my house. 

Mr. Argens. You have been to Communist Party headquarters 
with him, too, haven’t you? 

Mr. Lyon. I am going to decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. That is where vou and Bob used to hang out? 

Mr. Lyon. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Senator Warkins. Outside of places like the Communists, which 
you say are off bounds as far as your answer is concerned, where else? 

Mr. Lyon. I have been at their house. He has been at my house. 
We have had drinks together in restaurants. We have had meals 
together in restaurants. 

Senator Warkins. How frequently? 

Mr. Lyon. How frequently? I should think certainly on the 
average once a month over the last 10 vears, give or take two times a 
year. 

Senator Warkins. Do you visit back and forth at each other’s 
apartments or homes? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, we do. 

Senator Warkins. Are you married? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, I am. 

Senator Warkrns. Is he married? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, he is. 

Senator Warkrins. And your families are intimate? 

Mr. Lyon. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Did you and Bob Newman kind of team up to take 
over the Radio Writers Guild? 

Mr. Lyon. That would be a very inaccurate question to answer 
with a question. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us what you and Bob Newman did, then, within 
the Radio Writers Guild to undertake to assume control. 

Mr. Lyon. Nothing. 

Mr. Arens. Was Bob Newman one of your supporters when you 
announced that you were going to be a candidate for the presidency 
of the Radio Writers Guild? 

Mr. Lyon. I never announced that I was going to be a candidate 
for the presidency. I was nominated by the nominating committee. 

Mr. Arens. Was Bob Newman one of vour supporters? 

Mr. Lyon. I have no way of knowing other than I assume he would 
have voted for me. We have a secret ballot in the Radio Writers 


Guild. 
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Mr. Arens. Do vou know whether or not Bob Newman is a member 
of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Lyon. I am going to decline to answer that question, Counse- 
lor, on the grounds previously given. 

(Witness conferring with counsel. ) 

Senator Warktns. Since vou have conferred with your counsel, 
is the answer different? 

Mr. Lyon. No. He tells me that I answered the question. 

Senator Warkins. You have heard of the Communist Party, 
haven't you? You wouldn’t hestitate to answer that. 

Mr. Lyon. Ihave heard of the Communist Party. 

Senator Warkins. Have you cvery attended anv of its meetings’ 

Mr. Lyon. 1 decline to answer that question, Senator, on t] 
erounds previously given 

Mr. Argens. How did you hear of the Communist Party? You 
said you had heard about it. 

Mr. Lyon. I am going to decline to answer that question on the 
grounds previously given. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit to the chairman 
that the witness himself has opene | the door for this Inquiry bv stating 
under oath on this record that he has heard of the Communist Party 
| respectfully suggest to the chairman that he be ordered and directed 
to answer the question now as to how he has heard of the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. Worr. Mr. Chairman, the chairman stated before how could 
it hurt a person to say he had heard of something, and [ think that 
Mr. Arens’ statement indicates the answer 

Senator Warkins. If he heard of it through reading it in the news- 
paper or over the radio. Probably he didn’t read about it and he 
hasn’t heard it over the radio and he might have got it in some other 


way that he thinks would incriminate hun. I have heard about it 
I have read about it a lot, and | am hearing about it every day. But 


it seems to me that this idea of invoking the fifth amendment on al! 
of these questions without any discrimination whatever is just down- 
right silly and absurd and is really contemptuous of the committee. 
I can’t see for the life of me how a man can claim the fifth amendment 
and its protection on matters that are just more or less ordinary 
knowledge and couldn’t possibly incriminate him if he admitted the 


truth of it or how he heard about it. We are not asking you to specify 
any more. If you can’t tell the truth in answering a question and 
without giving evidence that might incriminate you, all right. That 


is another matter. 

Mr. LYON. Didn't Mr. Arens Say this opened the door to this line 
of questioning? 

Mr. Arnens. You opened the door. I haven’t done so. 

Senator Warkins. You answered the question and said you had 
heard of it. 

Mr. Lyon. I stand on the answer. 

Senator WATKINS. You are directed to answer aad ordered Lo 
answer the question. 

Mir. Lyon. Could I have the question repeated to me, the question 
l am directed and ordered to answer? 

(The reporter read from his notes as follows: ‘“‘ How did you hear of 
the Communist Party?” 
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Mr. Lyon. I decline to answer the question for the reasons stated. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party prior to 
the enactment of the Smith Act in 1940? 

Mr. Lyon. I must decline to answer the question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Argens. Are you now or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Lyon. I must decline to answer that question, too, Mr. Arens, 
on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. How many radio programs have you written scripts 
for that have been sent over the length and breadth of this land on the 
networks? 

Mr. Lyon. I couldn’t answer the question with accuracy. 

Mr. Arens. What is your best judgment? 

Mr. Lyon. I should say some hundreds. 

Senator Warkrns. Would you submit a list to this committee of the 
radio broadcasts for which you have written the scripts, that have 
been broadcast? 

Mr. Lyon. Over a period of 12 vears? 

Senator Warkins. Yes. 

Mr. Lyons. I am afraid I couldn’t submit a complete one, that is to 
say 100 percent complete. I could endeavor to. 

Senator Warkins. Would it be of any help to the committee? 

Mr. Arens. Yes; I think it would. 

Senator Watkins. | think we should have that. 

Mr. Lyon. I will submit as complete a list as it is possible for me to 
compile. 

Senator Warkrins. We do not want somebody else telling vou that 
you did so and so. If you can give us a list vourself it might be a help 
to the committee. 

Mr. Arens. What networks have vou written for other than CBS? 

Mr. Worr. Will vou state what he is to submit specifically so I can 
make a note of it? 

Mr. Arens. A list of the scripts which he has written which have 
been broadcast on the networks. 

Senator Watkins. Radio networks of the United States. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lyon. ABC, NBC, and Mutual, in addition to CBS. 

Senator Watkins. Or individual stations not identified with the 
networks. 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, occasionally I have written some for them. This is 
a very difficult question. 

Senator Warkins. I realize it is. 

Mr. Lyon. For this reason: Some of the scripts, for example re- 
cently I wrote a seript for the American Diabetes “Association which 
was transcribed. I] have no way of knowing what stations it is to be 
broadcast over. 

Senator Warkins. We don’t ask vou how many stations it has been 
over. If it has been broadcast once, that would come within the rule 
and would come within what we asked to be furnished by vou. 

Mr. Lyon. I can submit the title of the script, in any event. 

Senator Warkins. Because we have to check these matters. Other 
people may tell us things about it, and it may be for your own protec- 
tion to give us the names of those. 
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Mr. Arens. Have you written any TV shows? 

Mr. Lyon. Yes; 1 have. 

Mr. Arens. How many TV shows have you written? 

Mr. Lyon. Very few. Most of them have been audition scripts 
designed for broadcast, but actually without having been broadcast. 

Mr. Arens. That is all we have at this time. 

Mr. Lyon. This committee is aware, isn’t it, that it is impossible 
for a radio writer to maintain control over the script that he writes for 
statutory reasons, among others? That is to sav, I have no control 
over the form in which my script is eventually broadcast. You are 
aware of that? 

Senator Warkins. You mean that it is changed or may be re- 
written? 

Mr. Lyon. Inevitably. 

Senator Warkins. And still be charged to you? 

Mr. Lyon. Oh, ves. 

Senator Warkrins. All we want is the list of the radio scripts that 
vou have written as vou have written them and not probably as they 
have been finally broadcast. 

Mr. Lyon. Yes, l understand. My only point is that from the time 
a script leaves my typewriter, it goes through the hands of a network’s 
continuity acceptance department, through the hands of executives 
in an advertising agency or at the office of the sponsor, through the 
hands of the director and producer of the show, and each one of these 
individuals not only likely to, but in most cases is charged with, by his 
superiors or by the law, to make any changes that may be necessary. 
Sometimes very few changes are made and those changes may be only 
to conform the script to the time that is required. 

Senator Warkins. You are not charged with the script as it finally 
comes out, then? 

Mr. Lyon. By statute the licensee is charged with the responsibility 
for the script. 

Senator Warkins. That is right, but you are not personally charged? 

Mr. Lyon. That is true. 

Senator Watkins. All you can give us, to be fair to you, would be 
the names or the description of those scripts that you wrote? 

Mr. Lyon. That is right. 

Senator Watkins. Not as they actually appeared. 

Mr. Lyon. I wanted just to make clear to the committee, if I might, 
that any imputation of anything but ordinary radio writing is impos- 
sible in terms of what I have been writing over the last 10 or 12 years 
as a radio writer. 

Senator Warkins. That will be determined when we check them up. 

Mr. Lyon. Maybe you will put my script in the United States 
Congressional Record for me. 

Senator Watkins. A lot of them have been there, and you might 
object, however. It might incriminate you if we put it in. 

The committee will now go into recess subject to call of the chairman. 

(Whereupon, at 3:15 p. m. the committee was recessed subject to 
the call of the chairman.) 
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Unirep STATES SENATE, 
SuBcoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act, AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Securtry LAWs oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 2:30 p. m., pursuant to call, in room 457 
Senate Office Building, Senator Arthur V. Watkins presiding. 

Present: Senators Eastland and Watkins. 

Also present: Richard Arens, staff director; Frank Schroeder, pro- 
fessional staff member; Edward Duffy and Winton H. King, investi- 
gators. 

Senator Watkins. The committee will be in session. 

Have you a witness? 

Mr. Kina. This is the witness, Mr. Lampell. 

Senator Warkins. You have not been sworn? Will vou raise your 
right hand. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give in the 
matter now pending before the subcommittee of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the United States Senate will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Lampretet. I do. 

Senator Warkins. You may proceed with your record. 


TESTIMONY OF MILLARD LAMPELL, NEW YORK CITY, ACCOM- 
PANIED BY BENEDICT WOLF, ATTORNEY AT LAW, NEW YORK 
CITY 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Mr. Lamperti. My name is Millard Lampell. I live at 247 West 
Fourth Street, New York City. I am a writer. 

Mr. Arens. Would you be a little bit more particular with reference 
to vour professional activity? 

Mr. Lampe. I write novels for radio and I have done some writing 
for the screen. 

Mr. Arens. Kindly give us the date and place of your birth. 

Mr. Lampe.y. I was born in Paterson, N. J., on January 10, 1919. 

Mr. Arens. And your marital status? 

Mr. Lampe vi. Married. 

Mr. Arens. And vour wife’s name? 

Mr. Lampeuyi. Elizabeth Whipple. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Lampell, you are appearing today in response to 
a subpena which was served upon you? 
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Mr. Lampe... Yes. 

Mr. Argens. And you are represented by counsel. 

Mr. LAmpELL. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Will counsel kindly identify himself? 

Mr. Wotr. Benedict Wolf, 160 Broadway, New York City. 

Mr. Arens. Now, will you trace for us in rather concise résumé 
form, if vou please, your education? 

Mr. Lampeiu. I went to grammar school and high school in Pater- 
son, N. J. I went to teachers college at Paterson for 6 months and 
then to New York University to finish out the year. Then I finished 
my college education at the University of West Virginia and grad- 
uated with a degree from there. 

Mr. Arens. In what year was that, if you please? 

Mr. LAMPELL. 1940. 

Mr. Argens. Now, kindly give us a similar résumé, if you please, of 
your employment activities. 

Mr. Lampecy. After leaving college, I did a little free-lance maga- 
zine writing and then began to do radio writing. 

Mr. Arens. For what organization did vou do your radio writing? 

Mir. Lamperti. The radio writing was done for WMCA. I did a 
show for the Navy. 

Mr. Arens. Would vou be a little more specific with that particular 
undertaking? 

Mr. Lampe... It was a show called It’s the Navy, and I did it for 
a producer named Hyman Brown, who apparently did the show as a 
service to the Navy. I was not paid for the show. 

Mr. Arens. In what vear was that? 

Mr. Lampety. That was 1940—I think it began in late 1941. 
Most of it was in 1942. I also did a show called Green Valley, U.S. A.., 
on CBS, 1942. In 1943, I continued to do radio writing. I did a 
show for the National Safety Council called Men, Machines, and 
Victory, which was done as a service to whatever Government agency 
was in charge of industrial mobilization. It was about safety in 
plants. . 

I wrote the Prudential Family Hour. That was a radio show. 

Mr. Arens. Produced by the Prudential Insurance Co.? 

Mr. Lampeny. Yes. 

\MIr. ARENs. Sponsored by the Prudential Insurance Co.? 

Mr. Lampre.i. Sponsored by them. Produced by the Benton & 
Bowles Agency 

Mr. Arens. What vear was that; do you reeall? 

Mr. Lampexy. 1943. I was inducted into the Army June 22, 1943, 
and after my training was assigned to the official Air Force radio 
section. It was at that time stationed in New Haven. I wrote, pro- 
duced, and directed official Air Force radio programs on all the net- 
works. ‘These shows were transcribed for distribution to Army hospi- 
tals and were also transcribed for use by the Treasury Department, 
distributed to stations to help sell war bonds. The program won 
special awards from General Yount of the Training Command, General 
Lawton, General Arnold, Colonel Rusk of the Redistribution Com- 
mand, and from the War Department. 

Mr. Arens. Will you proceed, Mr. Lampell. 

Mr. Lampeiy. The radio scripts were published in a book called 
the Long Way Home, which was produced with the approval and 
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consent of the Air Force, and the royalties were assigned to the Air 
Force convalescence fund. 

I was also commissioned by the Treasury Department—it is my 
understanding this was done by the request of the Army, with the 
cooperation of the Army; at least, I received the request through 
Army channels and was assigned by my commanding officer—to write 
a special cantata for broadcast by the Treasury Department called 
Invasion, based on President Roosevelt’s D-day praver preceding 
the Normandy invasion. That was produced by the Treasury with 
Frederick March and Burl lves. 

| also wrote a cantata called The Lonesome Train, which was first 
broadcast by Norman Corwin over CBS, later recorded in an album. 
I was told it was chosen as the official song of the Freedom Train 

Mr. Aruns. May I| interpose this question: Where are we in point 
of time? The last was in 1943 and you were in the Army. 

Mr. Lampeiy. 1943 and in the Army. 

Mr. Arens. How long were you in the Army? 

Mr. Lampxy. | was in the Army from 1943 until 1945. I was 
released from the Army early in 1946. 

Mr. Arens. Kindly proceed, if you will, as you have been doing. 

Mr. Lampstu. | also wrote a special song commissioned by the 
city of Detroit for their golden-jubilee celebration. 1 believe that was 
just about the time of my discharge in 1946. 


Mr. Arens. Does that cover your activities during the period of 
time you were in the Army? 

Mr. Lampx.yi. Pretty well. I did occasional assignments for other 
special Army shows like the Air Force anniversary show, The Army 
Hour. In 1946, I lectured at New York University, at Stevens 
College, and at Hunter. 

Mr. Aruns. What did vou lecture on? 

Mr. Lampeti. Radio writing and creative writing generally, and I 
think several of the lectures were on writing to come out of the war, 
var writing. 

Mr. Arens. Was that your principal vocation or occupation im- 
mediately after you were discharged? 

Mr. LaMpenn. No; my principal occupation during that year was 
writing a play, which I put aside and which was not produced. | 
believe it was at the end of 1946 that I began to write Theater Guild 
of the Air, which I wrote in 1946 and 1947. 

Mr. Arens. Kindly identify that. 

Mr. Lampe.u. That is a radio show produced for the United States 
Steel Corp. by the Theater Guild which consisted of adaptations of 
Theater Guild plays. 

Mr. ARI NS, Please proceed, 

Mr. LLAMPELL. Then | wrote a special cantata entitled ‘\orning 
Star,’’ which was commissioned by Mrs. Ogden Reed for the Herald 
Tribune Forum. At the open forum in 1947 it was narrated by Robert 
Montgomery. I believe it was published in pamphlet form by the 
Herald Tribune. 

Then in 1948 I went to Hollywood and became a contract writer at 
Warner Bros. In 1949 

Mr. Arens. Excuse me, if you wouldn't mind, please tell us what 
are the works that vou performed in Hollywood as a contract writer. 
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Mr. Lampe... | wrote an original called Miss O’Brien, which was 
unproduced and later purchased privately by Joan Crawford, who | 
believe now owns it. That was all, the only major work I did. 

In 1949, I published a novel entitled “The Hero,” and did some 
scripts for the Federation of Jewish Philanthropists on juvenile 
delinquency and mental health and similar subjects, and also did a 
show for United Nations entitled ‘‘Sometime Before Morning.” 
This was produced on NBC as an official United Nations show and 
was one of the UN series that won the Peabody Award in 1949. 

I also wrote and directed a special series for the United Nations on 
the American Broadcasting Co. called “Two Billion Strong,” 1949. 

Mr. Arens. Weare in 1949. Were you ever employed at the United 
Nations on a regular basis or had your work with the United Nations 
been on a contract basis? 

Mr. Lampexyi. I was ona contract basis. I was never a member of 
the secretariat. 

In 1950 I wrote a magazine novelette entitled “The Big Job,” 
which was published in Argosy. Then I went to Israel for the 
United Jewish Appeal and wrote a film entitled “The Journey” which 
was shot tn Israel. 

Mr. AreNs. What vear was this? 

Mr. Lampeni. 1950. I also did a series of radio plays for the 
United Jewish Appeal on all networks. What we did was one show 
on each of the four networks 

In 1951, 1 wrote the screen play for a motion pic ture of my novel, 
The Hero. The screen play was called Saturday’s Hero, produced by 
Columbia Pictures. 

[ wrote a script on mental health for NBC entitled “The Dark 
Corridor,”’ and | wrote a series of seven or eight radio shows for the 
United Jewish Appe al, one on each network in the fall and again one 
on each network in the spring, 

That brings us up to this vear. This vear I have a novel in progress 
which Tam working on. I have been doing some radio work, a series 
for the United Jewish Appeal 

Mr. Arens. Who employed you or contracted with vou at the 
United Nations for the work which vou did there, we understand, 
in 1949? 

Mr. LAMPELL The person who saw me about the job was Gerald 
Kean, head of the American Radio Section. 

Mr. Arens. Were you associated with any one in the fulfillment 
of vour contract to do writing work for the United Nations? 

Mr. Lampe cy. | don’t understand. 

Mr. Arens. Was the contract just between vou and the United 
Nations? Did anyone else work with you in vour productions? 

Mr. Lampenu. Yes: there were several people who worked with me 
in the productions. A man named Stephen Fisher did some research 
and some reportorial work on the productions. A man named Jefi 
Sparks did tape recordings for the productions. <A research girl 
named Stephanie—I am sorry, I don’t know her last name. There 
was a staff of, I would say, half a dozen technicians who were brought 
in at various times on various shows to do special jobs. 

Mr. Arens. Were you associated with Norman Corwin? 

Mr. Lampeti. No; 1 was not directly associated with Norman 
Corwin on any of my shows. ‘The series I wrote, I wrote and directed 
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entirely myself. The individual show I also wrote and directed 
entirely myself, 

Mr. Arens. With what organizations in the professional field are 
you now or have you been affiliated? 

Mr. Lampenyi. In the professional field? You mean guilds and 
unions? 

Mr. ARENs. Yes; such as the Radio Writers Guild. 

Mr. LamMpeiyi. I am now a member of the Radio Writers Guild and 
the Authors Guild, and ! have been a member of the Screenwriters 
Guild and the Dramatists Guild. 

Mr. Arens. Have vou ever been an officer in any of these organi- 
zations that you have just named? 

Mr. Lampeui. No; I have not. 

Mr. Argens. What other organizations have vou been a member of, 
besides the professional organizations vou have just referred to? 

Mr. Lampe_i. You mean the whole general area? 1 don’t under- 
stand 

Mr. Arens. The principal organizations of which vou have been 
a member. 

Mr. Lamprety. I am afraid 1 would have to ask vou to break down 
that question somewhat, because I am hesitant to go into any areas 
that may include a discussion of organizations that might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Would vou explain a little more in detail what you 
have in mind? 

Mr. Lampeuu. If the question is left as general as that-—pardon me 
just a minute. 

Mr. Arens. You are conferring with yvour counsel now. (Witness 
conferring with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Lampeuu. | refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment: that the answer may tend to incriminate me 

Mr. Arens. Would vou kindly express for the purpose of the record 
how vou feel in your own heart that the answer to that question 
might incriminate you? 

Mr. Lamperti. I am sorry, but 1 will have to rest on the grounds 
as stated 

Mr. Arens. Would vou affirm or deny that vou were among one 
of the signers of the Mav Day proclamation calling upon all persons 
in the arts, sciences, and professions to join in the Communist May 
Day celebration? 

Mr. Lamperti. The May Day parade and celebration I have found 
listed in this publication of the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee as a subversive organization; and, therefore, 1 must decline 
to answer that question on the grounds previously stated, 

Mr. Arens. If vou weren’t one of those signers, vou could have 
of course simply disposed of the question by simply saving “No.” 

Mr. Lampewy, I will stand on the grourids. 

Mr. Arens. Were you the author of the song The Song of Free 
Man? 

Mr. Lampe i. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Arens. When was that written? 

Mr. Lampe.y. To the best of my knowledge, that was written 
in 1943. 

Mr. Arens. Are vou sure it wasn’t the latter part of 1942? 
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Mr. Lampe ty. That is possible. I said ‘‘to the best of my know- 
ledge.’ I really would have to go back and check on that. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know that vour song was the principal song at 
the Lenin memorial meeting, as reported in the Communist Daily 
Worker, December 27, 1942? 

(Witness conferring with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. You are conferring with counsel now, Mr. Lampell. 

Mr. Lampenu. Yes. 

I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previously stated, 

Mr. Arens. Kindly indicate for the purpose of the record how 
you feel that the use of your song by someone who might be Com- 
munist could possibly incriminate you? 

Mr. Lampexy. I will have to stand on the grounds that I have 
stated, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are you acquainted with John Stapp? 

Mr. Lampeuu. | refuse to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Arens. Is John Stapp a Communist? 

Mr. Lampenu. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Do you feel that an admission on your part of ac- 
quaintanceship with a man by the name of John Stapp might tend to 
cause a criminal prosecution o7 you? 

Mr. Lampruu. | must refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a man by the name of John Stapp? 

Mr. Lampe.y. I refuse to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Arens. Do you remember the trial of the 11 Communist 
leaders in 1948 or 1949? 

Mr. Lamprey. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What prompts your recollection of that trial? 

Mr. Lamprenu. | read the newspapers. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have anything to do with the proceedings 
at all? 

Mr. Lampeuu. | refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
stated. 

Mir. Arens. As a matter of fact, you signed the petition demanding 
that the Government halt the prosecution of the 11 Communist 
Party leaders, didn’t you? 

Mr. Lamprzu. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Argens. Have you ever been a member of the American Legion? 

Mr. Lampeuu. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Arens. You can answer that question without any fear of 
criminal prosecution, is that right? 

Mr. Wour. He has answered it, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Lampstu. I have answered it. 

Mr. Arens. Of what American Legion posts have you been a 
member? 

Mr. Lampexy. Do you mind if [ look at this publication? 

Mr. Arens. What publication is that? 

Mr. Lampe ty. The list of subversive organizations 

Mr. Arens. No; I have no objection. If I did have objection it 
wouldn’t make any difference. This is a free country. You can look 
at anything you want to. 

(Witness examining document. 
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(Witness conferring with his counsel.) 

Mr. LamMpe.yi. Can you restate the question, please? 

Mr. Arrens. Would the reporter kindly read the question? 

(The reporter read from his notes as follows: “Of what American 
Legion posts have you been a member?’’) 

Mr. Lampeuu. | was a member of the Duncan Paris Post of the 
American Legion. 

Mr. Arens. Where was that located? 

Mr. LamprEtu. It was located in New York City. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been a member of the Duncan 
Paris Post of the American Legion? 

Mr. Lamperti. To the best of my recollection it was from 1946, 
| believe through 1948. It may have been 1949. 

Mr. Arens. When you were in that post did you know of a man 
by the name of Gregory Duncan? 

Mr. Lampreiy. Gregory Duncan was killed at Anzio beachhead. 

Mr. Arens. He was a member of the Communist Party and an 
emplovee of the Daily Worker, wasn’t he? 

Mr. Lampruy. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not he was a member of the 
Communist Party and an employee of the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Lampety. I am sorry, I refuse to answer that on the same 
crounds. 

Mr. Arens. What happened to the Duncan Paris Post of the 
American Legion? 

Mr. Lampeti. Could vou be more specific with that question? | 
don’t understand. 

Mr. Arens. Is it still in existence? 

Mr. Lampeiy. To the best of my knowledge it is no longer in 
existence. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Lampruu. I don’t know why there is no organization. I was 
not involved in the decision that there should no longer be a post, but 
[ received no communications from the post. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any idea why it is no longer in existence? 

Mr. Lampeiyi. There was a proceeding in which the Legion with- 
drew the charter of the post. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Lamperti. No grounds were given at the time and I believe the 
Legion’s position was that they did not have to give any grounds. 
The post was operating on a temporary charter, and they could with- 
- draw the charter without giving any grounds 

Mr. Arens. Did it have anything to do with Communist control 
of that particular post or Communist infiltration of that particular 
post? 

Mr. LAMprexy. I am not in a position to speak for the motives of the 
American Legion. 

Mr. Arens. Have vou heard anything about that? 

Mr. Lampety. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds I 
have already given. 

Mir. Arens. Did vou send a telegram on October 25, 1949, to the 
Attorney General demanding bail for the 11 national Communist 
Parts leaders? 
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Mr. Lampe uy. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated, 

Mr. Arens. | put it to you as a fact and I ask vou to affirm or deny 
the fact that you are one of the signers of the telegram sent to the 
President demanding bail for the 11 national Communist Party 
leaders. 

Mr. Lampe.y. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. How would vou account for the fact that the Com- 
munist Daily Worker of October 25, 1949, would report you as one 
of the signers of a telegram sent to the Attorney General demanding 
bail for the 11 national Communist leaders? 

Mr. Lamperti. I refuse to answer that question on similar grounds. 

Mr. Arens. When is the last time vou were in St. Nicholas Arena in 
New York City? 

(Witness conferring with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lampe... I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. The last time vou were there were you in attendance 
or a participant in some Communist raliv? 

Mr. Lampewy. | refuse to answer that question on similar grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Have vou been in St. Nicholas Arena in New York 
City since October 26, 1949? 

Mr. Lampeuy. | refuse to answer that on similar grounds. 

Mr. Arens. You understand of course that vour declination to 
answer questions proffered is at your peril. Do you understand that? 

Mr. Lampenyi. | understand that I have a right not to answer 
questions which | feel might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Do vou further understand that if you decline to 
answer questions which do not invade a constitutional right, that your 
declination is at your peril and that you can be prosecuted for con- 
tempt of the Internal Security Subcommittee? 

Mr. Woxr. His counsel has so informed him, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Lampe uy. I understand. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact and ask vou to affirm or deny 
that on October 26, ae, vou were one of the speakers at a rally held 
in St. Nicholas Arena in New York City in defense of the national 
Communist Party aalers who were then on trial. 

Mr. Lampeci. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Who was Mother Bloor? 

Mr. Lampe... I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Was there a woman by the name of Mother Bloor? 

Mr. Lampe ty. | have already stated my grounds 

Mr. Arens. I understand she is deceased now. I read that in the 
paper. She ts Sieantid now, is she not? 

Mr. Lampewy. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that about 1940 you were a close associate of the then well- 
known Communist Party leader Ella Reeve Bloor, known frequently 
and alluded to as Mother Bloor in the Communist Party circles. 
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Mr. Lampe i. I must refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been to Communist Party headquarters 
in New York City? 

Mr. Lampe.u. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. It is a fact, is it not, and [ put it to vou as a fact, that 
vou have frequently reported to the radio commission of the Commu- 
nist Party in connection with your activities as a Communist and 
Communist infiltration in the radio industry? 

Mr. Lampe... I must refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
stated. 

Mr. Arens. You realize of course that if what I have said here is a 
fact is not true, vou can give a very simple truthful answer by savin 
“No,” and not be in any peril of criminal prosecution, is that correct 

Mr. Wor. Are you asking for a legal conclusion, Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Arens. The question stands as it is. Go ahead and answer it. 
The state of a man’s mind is as much a fact, so the courts have repeat- 
edly said, as the state of a man’s digestion. 

Mr. Lampeuy. I have answered the questions to the best of my 
understanding of what my legal rights are. 

Mr. Arens. Do you understand your legal rights to empower you 
with the privilege of declining to answer a question if an answer to 
that question would not incriminate you? 

Mr. Lampeuu. It is phrased rather complicatedly, could you repeat 
that? Would you mind repeating it? 

(The question was read by the reporter. 

Mr. LamMpetn. No; 1 understand that my legal right is to refuse 
to answer only such questions as | believe would tend to incriminate 
me. 

Mr. Arens. So if vou have not been active in Communist infiltra- 
tion in the radio industry and have not been active in reporting to 
the radio commission of the Communist Party, then you would be 
obliged, would you not, to answer this question which | have posed 
to you by saying “No.”’ 

Mr. Lampeny. I must stand on the grounds that I have stated. 

Mr. Arens. How many of your articles have you written for the 
Communist Daily Worker? ' 

Mr. Lamprezy. I must refuse to answer that question on similar 
grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact that you have written numer- 
ous articles for the Communist Daily Worker and ask you to affirm 
or deny that fact. 

Mr. LAMpPELL. | refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know Jack Stachel? 

Mr. Lamprty. | refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you have been closely associated with the well-known 
national Communist Party functionary, Jack Stachel, and have been 
under his direct discipline. 

Mr. Lampeuy. | refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 
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Mr. Arens. Do you have any information respecting a blacklist 
in the radio industry? 

Mr. Lampruy. Yes; I have some information regarding a blacklist 
in the radio industry. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a blacklist in the radio industry, whereby 
anti-Communists are deprived of employment? 

Mr. Lampe... | have certainly never had any information or proof 
to that effect and, may I say, that as a member of the fact-finding 
committee of the Radio Writers’ Guild, concerned with matters of 
blacklist and censorship, we have repeatedly asked our members to 
report any case of blacklist for whatever reasons. 

In several cases we have even gone so far as to take casual talk that 
has been overheard by members suggesting this, and written letters 
to the people who said it, saying ‘‘Please send us your proof.”’ We 
are interested in fighting all cases of blacklist. 

Mr. Arens. Would you be interested in fighting a case of black- 
list wherein an individual was blacklisted because he was vigorously 
anti-Communist? 

Mr. Lampreiy. The Radio Writers’ Guild has a very clear-cut 
policy 

Mr. Arens. Would you? 

Mr. Lamperti. And I, as a member, certainly endorse that policy. 
We are interested in having all information that can be proven that 
will give us a basis for fighting a blacklist because of beliefs. 

Mr. Arens. Do you think a Communist is just a person of a par- 
ticular belief? 

You are conferring with your lawyer now? 

Mr. Lampe.u. Yes, I am. 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

I must refuse to answer that on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever in this Radio Writers’ Guild taken any 
stand against Communists? 

(The witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. ARENs. You are conferring with your lawyer now? 

Mr. Lamperti. Yes, 1 am. I must refuse to answer that question 
on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Armns. Are you now and have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Lampexy. I must refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
pre ee stated. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party prior to 
the enactment of the Smith Act in 1940? 

Mr. Lampe uy. I must refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever broken with the Communist Party? 

Mr. Lampe... I must refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you are now and you have been a member of the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Lampe... | must refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used any names other than the name 


of Millard Lampell? 


A PETE POSTE 


Lo Cease Oe Pa 








SUBVERSIVE INFILTRATION 119 


Mr. Lampre.tu. Yes. The name I was born with, as a matter of 
fact, was Milton Lampell, and I have used Millard Lampell since 
starting my writing career, and actually, slightly before, since college 
days, and I do recall once writing an article for the New Republic 
magazine under the name of Mike Landon, because it had to do with 
reportage on, oh, Fascist fringe organizations, and I wanted to keep 
on doing reportage for writing reasons. 

Mr. Argens. What do vou mean by “reportage’’? I do not quite 
understand the term. 

Mr. Lampe.yu. Kind of reporting, a reporting job. 

Mr. Arens. Was it laudatory of Fascist organizations, or condemn- 
ing them? 

Mr. LAMpELL. It was condemning them. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever written anything condemning Com- 
munist organizations? 

Mr. Lampe uu. | must refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. You have a pretty good notion, do you not, on the 
basis of vour professional activities, of the extent to which a radio 
writer and a script writer can influence public opinion and public 
thinking? 

Mr. Lampeuu. I would say that on the basis of my 10 years in radio 
I am not at all certain how much a radio seript writer can influence 
public opinion. 

Mr. Arens. Would you say they have a nil influence? 

Mr. Lampe.u. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Arens. A nil influence. 

Mr. Lampeuy. I must honestly say that [ am not in a position to 
tell. Ihave heard from industry sources quite conflicting reports, and 
I have had personal experiences which were quite conflicting. It is 
almost impossible to judge. 

Mr. Arens. If the influence is at am nimum, why is it they would 
have script writers to write the scripts for campaigns of one kind or 
another? J understood you to relate two or three different campaigns 
for which you were a script writer. 

Mr. LampresLu. Obviously because it is the belief of the people who 
run the campaigns that radio scripts have a great influence. 

Mr. Argens. But vou do not think they have very much influence ; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Lampecy. Well, no; 1 don’t. I think they are extremely 
helpful in distributing information, and I think that is one of the 
biggest reasons why these campaigns use them. It need not necessar- 
ily influence people. They want certain facts to get into people’s 
hands, and I think they are useful for distributing information. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever. denied under oath that you are a 
Communist? 

Mr. Lampeny. | refuse to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever stated under oath that you are not 
a Communist? 

Mr. Lampe. I refuse to answer that on the grounds 

Mr. Arens. I suggest you might want to confer with your counsel 
for an answer to that question. 

(Mr. Lampell confers with counsel.) 
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Mr. Lampe tit. Would you repeat the question? 

(The record was read by the reporter. Mr. Lampell confers with 
counsel.) 

Mr. Lampe.y. I must refuse to answer that on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Arens. How could it possibly incriminate you to give a truthful 
answer to the question which I have asked, namely, Have you ever 
stated under oath that you are not a Communist? 

Mr. Lampety. I’m sorry, but I must stand on the grounds that I 
have stated. 

Mr. Arens. Have vou ever testified before a congressional commit- 
tee prior to this appearance? 

Mr. Lampgeui. No; I have not. 

Mr. ArreNns. Have you ever denied that vou were a Communist any 
place under any circumstances? 

Mr. Lampruy. | refuse to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have in mind any idea of denying that you are 
a Communist after you are released from the subpena and from the 
oath under which you are now testifying? 

Mr. Lampe ty. | refuse to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Arens. You know it is an old trick of the Communists, do you 
not, to come before a congressional committee, and then refuse to 
answer questions with respect to their communism when they are 
under oath, and can be prosecuted for contempt of the committee, or 
prosecuted for perjury, and then as soon as the session is over tell the 
newspapers that they are not Communists; do you know that? 

Mr. Lampe... I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Whom have vou talked to with reference to your ap- 
pearance before the Internal Security Subcommittee? You are now 
conferring with your attorney? 

Mr. Lampeuui. Yes, I am. 

(Mr. Lampell confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Lampenu. I have, of course, discussed it with my attorney, and 
I probably mentioned it casually to a number of people. I certainly 
discussed it with my wife. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us with whom you have discussed it? 

Mr. LamMpgE.Li. Well, I’ve mentioned it, I believe, at the fact-finding 
committee of the Radio Writers’ Guild. 

Mr. Arens. How many are on this committee, by the way? 

Mr. Lampe. The fact-finding committee? 

Mr. ArENs. Yes. 

Mr. LAmMPELL. I’m not sure. I’m not sure. 

Mr. Arrens. Approximately. 

Mr. Lampety. Approximately, at meetings, there are usually from 
four to eight members, but I don’t know the total list of the commit- 
tee. I wasarather recent member of it. I was not one of the original 
members, and I am not the chairman. 

Mr. Arens. Go ahead, please. 

Mr. Lampexy. That’s all. 

Mr. Arens. Have you discussed it with any Communists? 
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Mr. Lampety. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Had you discussed it with any other Communists, 
other than your wife, Elizabeth Whipple Lampell? 

Mr. Lampe t. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that in 1947 and in 1948, you and your wife, Elizabeth Whipple 
Lampell, were members of the same writers branch of the Communist 
Party in Hollywood, Calif? 

Mr. Lampeny. I re aos to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Arens. You were on the executive board of that Communist 
Party branch out there in Hollywood, were you not? 

Mr. Lampety. | refuse to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you asa fact that vou were on that executive 
board of the Communist Party branch out there in Hollywood, and 
ask vou to affirm or deny the faet. 

Mr. Lampe. I refuse to answer that question om the grounds 
previously stated, 

(At this point Senator James O. Eastland entered the hearing room. 

Mr. Durry. Continuing on, Mr. Lampell, | put it to you as a 
fact and ask you to affirm or deny the fact that you attended the 
annual convention of the American Youth Congress in Washington, 
D. C., in February of 1941. 

(Looks through H. Doc. No. 137, Guide to Subversive Organizations 
and Publications. ) 

Mr. Lampruy. | refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
pre viously stated. 

Mr. Arens. The American Youth Congress bas been cited by the 
At torney General as a lire rsive organization; is that true? 

Mr. Lampety. Yes; I see it listed here on the appendix which I 
have here. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that on June 5, of 1946, you were nominated to member- 
ship on the board of directors of the ¢ Civil Rights Congress at a meeting 
held at the Hotel Diplomat in New York City. 

Mr. Lampeny. | refuse to answer that question on the ground 
previously stated. 

Mr. Durry. | put it to vou as a fact and request vou to affirm or 
deny the fact that at a conference held on June 25, 1949, at the City 
Central Casino in New York City, vou endorsed a Civil Rights Con- 
gress conference to defend the Communist Party leaders on trial i 
New York City 

Mr. LAmpey. | refuse to answer that question on the ground pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Durry. I ask you to comment, Mr. Lampell, if you please, on 
an article appearing In - Daily Worker of May 18, 1947, to the 
effect that you, Millard Lampell, acted as cochairman of an organi- 
zation called the Committee to Aid the Fighting South. 

Mr. LAmpeuu. | refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 
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Mr. Durry. To your knowledge is the Committee to Aid the Fight- 
ing South cited by the Attorney General or by some governmental 
agency as a subversive organization? 

(Looks through H. Doc. No. 137, Guide to Subversive Organiza- 
tions and Publications.) 

Mr. Lampe tu. I find it listed in the Government publication which 
has a guide list of subversive organizations. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you were a speaker at a Win the Peace conference, 
sponsored by the National Committee to Win the Peace, held on April 
5 and April 7, 1946, in Washington, D. C. 

(Mr. Lampell looks through H. Doc. No. 137, Guide to Subversive 
Organizations and Publications. 

Mr. Lampeu. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Durry. And I ask vou to affirm or deny the fact that vou were 
vice chairman of this organization, the National Committee to Win 
the Peace. 

Mr. Lampeuu. | refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Dourry. Mr. Lampell, have vou ever been a member of the 
People’s Institute of Applied Religion? 

(Mr. Lampell looks through H. Doc. No. 137, Guide to Subversive 
Organizations and Publications 

Mr. Lampeuu. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and request that you affirm or 
denv the fact that you were a member of the editorial council of the 
People’s Radio Foundation, held before the Federal Communications 
Commission in New York City in July of 1946. 

Mr. Lampee tu. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to vou as a fact and ask vou to affirm or deny 
the fact that according to a publication called the New Leader, of 
March 8 of 1947, vou were a member of the advisory council of the 
People’s Radio Foundation, which has been cited by the Attorney 
General as a subversive organization. 

Mr. Lampruy. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Durry. Would you affirm or deny the fact that you, Millard 
Lampell, were a speaker at a protest meeting, sponsored by the Vet- 
erans Against Discrimination of the Civil Rights Congress of New 
York, held in New York on January 24, 1946? 

Mr. Lampevi. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mir. Durry. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that in August of 1949 you were a United States sponsor of 
the American Continental Congress for Peace, an organization cited 
by the Attorney General as a subversive organization. 

Mr. Lampe.y. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Durry. Did you write an article during 1950 in an issue of the 
Masses and Mainstream periodical, concerning the question of Fed- 
eral intervention among the miners? 
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Mr. Lampsg.t. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you were a sponsor of the 1947 May Day parade held in 
New York. 

Mr. Lampe. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you spoke at a conference for peace sponsored by the 
National Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions, during meet- 
ings on July 4, 5, and 6, 1948, at the Masonic Temple, in Hollywood, 
Calif, 

Mr. Lampe... I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Durvy. To your knowledge, is the National Council of the 
Arts, Sciences, and Professions an organization cited by the Attorney 
General or an official governmental agency as a subversive organiza- 
tion? 

(Mr. Lampell looks through H. Doe. No. 137, Guide to Subversive 
Organizations and Publications.) 

Mr. Lampgty. Yes, I find it listed in the Government guide of the 
House Un-American Activities Committee. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you sponsored and participated in the Call to the Cul- 
tural and Scientific Conference for World Peace, held March 25 to 
27, 1949, at the Waldorf Astoria Hotel in New York under the spon- 
sorship of the National Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions. 

Mr. Lampeuu. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you signed a petition demanding Executive clemency 
for the Hollywood ‘Ten which petition was sponsored by the National 
Council for the Arts, Sciences, and Professions. 

Mr. Lamrevu. I must refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
pre viously stated. 

Mr. Durry. And I put it to you as a further fact that you attended 
the national conference of this organization, that is, the National 
Council for the Arts, Sciences, and Professions, at the Capitol Hotel, 
New York City, on April 28 to 30, 1950. 

Mr. Lampreuu. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Durry. Mr. Lampell, I ask you to make any comment if you 
so desire on an article that appeared in the Nation magazine describing 
you as the contact man between the Communist Party and the New 
York chapter of the National Council for the Arts, Sciences, and 
Professions. 

Mr. Lampruy. I never heard of such an article. 

(Mr. Lampell looks through H. Doc. No. 137, Guide to Subversive 
Organizations and Publications. ) 

Mr. Durry. Have you heard of the Nation magazine? 

Mr. Lampe.u. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durry. And you have no comment to make regarding the 
article that I just mentioned? 
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Mr. Lampguu. I have never heard of it or seen it. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you were the signer of an appeal on behalf of Willie 
McGee, a Negro later executed for raping a white woman in an 
appeal issued Dy the National Council for the Arts, Sciences, and 
Professions? 

Mr. Lampe.y. | refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Durry. Mr. Lampell, the December 1947 issue of Plain Talk 
magazine, made reference to the following statement—and I ask you 
to affirm or deny this statement by you: 

I read the first issue of New Masses with something of the same pride and 
dignity I felt when my kid was born 

Mr. Lampe.u. I refuse to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that you were a sponsor of the World Youth Festival he ld 
at Prague in Czechoslovakia in the summer of 1947. 

(Mr. Lampell looks through H. Doe. No. 137, Guide to Subversive 
Organizations and Publications and confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Lampe.u. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
that you wrote an article in the February 1949 edition of Jewish Life, 
concerning the question of antisemitism on the part of the Thomas 
committee of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Lampe... | refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Durry. Were you a member of the board of directors of 
People’s Songs, Inc. 

(Mr. Lampell looks through H. Doc. No. 137, Guide to Subversive 
Organizations and Publications. ) 

Mr. Lampeuyi. | refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Durry. | put it to you as a fact, and ask you to comment on 
this fact, that according to the Washington Times-Herald of September 
17, 1946, you were a member of the board of directors of People’s 
Songs, Inc. 

Mr. Lampev. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that vou solicited and supery ised the collection of donations 
for the defense of the Hollywood Ten at a dinner held on March 6, 
1948, at the Beverly-Wilshire Hotel, Beverly Hills, Calif., sponsored 
by the Progressive Citizens of America. 

(Mr. Lampell looks through H. Doc. No. 137, Guide to Subversive 
Organizations and Publications.) 

Mr. Lampewy. | refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Durry. Mr. Lampell, would vou ples ise comment on an article 
appearing in the Daily Worker of April 7, 1947, that you were one of 
the faculty of the School of the Organization Stage for Action? 

Mr. Lampe tu. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 
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Mr. Durry. Mr. Lampell, I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to 
affirm or deny the fact that you were a speaker at a conference held 
in New York City on April 8, 1951, according to an article appearing 
in the New York Teachers’ News. 

Mr. Lamreruu. Could you be a little more specific about that? 
The date doesn’t recall anything to my mind. What was this confer- 
ence about? 

Mr. Durry. The New York Teachers News is referred to and 
known as the official organ of the Communist-controlled ‘Teachers’ 
Union. 

Mr. LAmMPELL (confers with counsel). I still don’t understand what 
the article referred to. You say it referred to some conference 
Could you be more expiicit about what the conference was? 

Mr. Durry. | suggest that if you have no recollection of being a 
speaker at a conference involving the Teachers’ Union of New York 
City, that you so mention for the record. 

Mr. Lampexy (confers with counsel). Yes, I did speak at a teachers 
conference in New York City. 

Mr. Durry. During the month of April 1951? 

Mr: Lampeuyu. I don’t remember the date, but it might very well 
have been that. 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that you were chairman and speaker at an action rally to 
abolish the Wood-Rankin committee, at Manhattan Center, New 
York City, on May 23, 1946. 

Mr. LAMPELL (confers with counsel). Do you know under whose 
sponsorship that meeting was held? 

Mr. Durry. Sponsored by the Veterans Against Discrimination. 

Mr. Lamreuy. | refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
yreviously stated. 

Mr. Durry. Were you ever chairman at a rally for the benefit of 
William sweets, sponsored by the Voice of Freedom Committee at 
the Hotel Abbey, New York City, in August of 1949, specifically 
August 11 of 1949? 

Mr. Lampewuy (confers with counsel). [ refuse to answer that ques- 
tion on the grounds previously stated 

Mr. Durry. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that you were a sponsor at a meeting held by the Com- 
mittee for Peaceful Alternatives to the Atlantic Pact, at the Hote! 
Brevoort, New York City, in February of 1951, under the auspices of 
the Greenwich Village Council for Peaceful Alternatives? 

Mr. Lampell looks through H. Doe. No. 137.) 

Mr. Lampewu. I don’t see that organization cited. To the best of 
my recollection, | was a sponsor of that meeting. 

Mr. Durry. Did you coauthor with Norman Corwin a radio show 
entitled “Hollywood Ten’? 

(Mr. Lampell looks through H. Doc. No. 137. 

Mr. Durry. Specifically a show that was not broadeasted, but was 
written in defense of the Hollywood Ten. 

Mr. Lampetyi. That was not broadcasted? 

Mir. Durry. Yes. 
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Mr. LampeE.t. I have no recollection of ever having written any 
radio broadcasts with Norman Corwin that was not broadcast. 
Senator Warkins. If there are no further questions, we will recess 
to the call of the Chair. 
(Whereupon, at 4:10 p. m, the committee recessed, subject to the 
call of the Chair.) 


x 
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